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to participate in the Moving to Work 
Program. This program, renamed in 
the bill as the Housing Innovation Pro-
gram, gives PHAs flexibility to design 
and test methods that achieve effi-
ciency, reduce costs and promote self- 
sufficiency. 

The bill also enhances HUD’s Family 
Self-Sufficiency Act program which 
works to give low-income families the 
skills and experience needed to become 
economically independent. 

I do, however, have major concerns 
with the provisions in H.R. 1851 that 
abandons the budget-based funding 
methodology. Going back to the flawed 
unit-based methodology like this bill 
proposes is a recipe for budgetary dis-
aster. 

A unit-based system lacks incentives 
for PHAs to maximize assistance to 
needy families within a fixed budget. A 
unit-based formula system that in-
cludes costs incurred as well as units 
put under lease simply tells PHAs to 
lease at whatever cost they want, even 
if it is more than the market rate and 
the market price for the same unit. We 
already know what that can mean. We 
have experience with a unit-based ap-
proach and have seen what it means. 

In fiscal years 2003 and 2004, the Ap-
propriations Committee shifted to a 
unit-based funding to spur leasing, and 
the result was skyrocketing per unit 
cost and total funding requirements 
that increased by 40 percent, from $9 
billion to $13 billion, in 2 years. In 2005, 
a budget-based system was re-
instituted. 

We, as appropriators, can simply not 
afford to see a similar increase in the 
future. Today, in total, the section 8 
program has grown to consume 60 per-
cent of HUD’s budget. Going back to a 
unit-based program will only increase 
that percentage. Simply put, as the 
Housing Voucher Program takes up 
more of HUD’s budget, there will be 
less we will have for other housing pro-
grams. 

As the former chairman of the Appro-
priations Subcommittee for HUD, and 
as the current chairman will attest, 
the growing Housing Voucher Program 
is forcing Congress to choose between 
section 8 vouchers and other important 
HUD priorities. That includes pro-
grams that support first-time owner-
ship, home ownership, homeless facili-
ties, and care and housing for the el-
derly and the disabled. 

And then there is this Community 
Development Block Grant, which I be-
lieve virtually every Member supports 
because they hear from their mayor, 
the city council and from the county 
administrators on how the program 
makes their community better. If we’re 
not careful, these programs will face 
deep cuts in future years just to ac-
commodate the section 8 increases. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is a work in 
progress. It has been improved in com-
mittee, and I believe amendments be-
fore us today can improve it further. I 
am hopeful that as the bill works its 
way through into the legislative proc-
ess, we can improve it even more. 

Ms. CASTOR. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank 
all the distinguished colleagues who 
have participated in this debate. Obvi-
ously this is a very, very important 
piece of legislation that is being 
brought forth today. 

We have concerns with regard to the 
process, not in the creation of the leg-
islation itself but in the way in which 
it has been brought forth to the floor 
and the rule that brings the legislation 
to the floor and establishes the terms 
of debate for the legislation. 

I think it has been a good debate. I 
think we’ve been able to express cer-
tainly our concern with the process, as 
well as in the case of most Members 
that I have certainly heard on this de-
bate, the evident awareness of the im-
portance of the underlying legislation 
and the issue dealt with by the under-
lying legislation. 

Having said that, Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. CASTOR. Mr. Speaker, I’m very 
pleased to thank, on behalf of the folks 
I represent back home in Florida and 
all Americans, express my thanks to 
Chairwoman Maxine Waters and to 
Chairman Barney Frank for standing 
up and fighting for America’s families 
and affordable housing. 

I urge my colleagues to continue the 
American tradition of promoting the 
American Dream and turning that 
dream into a reality for decent, safe, 
clean and affordable housing, particu-
larly for the elderly, the disabled, vet-
erans in our community, domestic vio-
lence victims and all families. 

b 1900 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
the previous question and on the rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks on H.R. 
1851 and insert extraneous material 
thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 

f 

SECTION 8 VOUCHER REFORM ACT 
OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. CAS-
TOR). Pursuant to House Resolution 534 
and rule XVIII, the Chair declares the 
House in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 1851. 

b 1902 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1851) to 
reform the housing choice voucher pro-
gram under section 8 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937, with Mr. 
WEINER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered read the 
first time. 

The gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. WATERS) and the gentlewoman 
from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT) each will 
control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 1851, the Section 8 Voucher 
Reform Act of 2007. As you know, I in-
troduced H.R. 1851 on March 29, 2007. I 
want to thank each of my colleagues, 
both on the Committee on Financial 
Services and in the House, who have 
joined with me to see that this impor-
tant legislation passes the House. I es-
pecially want to thank Chairman BAR-
NEY FRANK for his leadership, Ranking 
Member JUDY BIGGERT, and CHRIS-
TOPHER SHAYS for their original co-
sponsorship and support of H.R. 1851. 

It has been less than 2 months since 
the Committee on Financial Services 
considered major reforms to the sec-
tion 8 program. The Section 8 Voucher 
Reform Act of 2007, which passed the 
Committee on Financial Services by a 
vote of 52–9, is truly the culmination of 
work that began in the 109th Congress. 

There are many Members of Congress 
who have expressed major concerns to 
me about the future stability of the 
section 8 voucher program, given the 
recent changes in the funding formula 
and its impact on tenants. This bill ad-
dresses many of those problems and 
will return much needed stability to 
the section 8 program and the 2 million 
low-income families who rely upon it. 

We heard from the U.S. Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, 
public housing agencies, national hous-
ing interest groups and advocates, and 
other housing experts about the impor-
tance of reforming the section 8 pro-
gram. While there is consensus that 
the section 8 program needed to be re-
formed, HUD disagrees on how to re-
form the program. 

National housing organizations like 
the National Low Income Housing Coa-
lition and the Center on Budget and 
Policy Priorities which represent those 
directly affected by the change in the 
funding formula agree that basing the 
funding for a program as important as 
the voucher program on data that is 3 
years old is just simply bad policy. 

In 2004, Congress changed how we 
paid public housing authorities for 
vouchers under lease. Instead of paying 
the actual cost of the voucher, the de-
cision was made to pay for what the 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:19 Jul 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00068 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 J:\CRONLINE\2007BA~3\2007NE~2\H12JY7.REC H12JY7m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7727 July 12, 2007 
voucher cost during a 3-month period 
in the previous year. This had disas-
trous consequences for PHAs. Many 
saw a cut in their funding. 

While section 8 recipients had to bear 
the brunt of this policy change as wait-
ing lists closed, many low-income fam-
ilies who had been waiting for afford-
able housing for years suddenly found 
housing denied to them. Because of 
cost concerns, some families were de-
nied their right to move to areas that 
may have been a bit more expensive 
but had better job and educational op-
portunities. Some families saw an in-
crease in rent as many PHAs scrambled 
to cut costs. 

As families struggled under this for-
mula, so did some of our Nation’s larg-
est PHAs. The snapshot funding system 
had consistently and has consistently 
underpaid some PHAs to the benefit of 
others. Because of the funding insta-
bility, these PHAs had no reason to 
house more families. As a result, hous-
ing authorities are sitting on $1.4 bil-
lion in unspent voucher funds. This 
nonuse of our voucher dollars is unac-
ceptable because we have lost 150,000 
vouchers as a direct result of the fund-
ing formula. 

Clearly, this formula must be 
changed for the good of public housing 
agencies and the families they serve. 
HUD is just wrong in this issue. I flatly 
reject their just-released statement of 
policy on the bill. H.R. 1851 updates the 
voucher formula by basing funding for 
vouchers on the previous year’s leasing 
and cost data. 

The use of more accurate data will 
ensure that we stop overpaying and 
underpaying PHAs for vouchers, but in-
stead come as close as we can to paying 
the actual cost of the voucher. This 
will enable HUD to better control costs 
than the section 8 voucher program. 
This funding approach was recently 
embraced by both Houses of Congress 
in H.J. Res. 20. 

Vouchers are a scarce resource, but 
are even scarcer since the funding for-
mula changed in 2004. Only one out of 
four families who are eligible for hous-
ing assistance, including vouchers, ac-
tually receive it. H.R. 1851 provides 
PHAs with several resources for in-
creasing the number of families they 
serve. 

First, the bill provides for the recap-
ture and redistribution of most 
unspent voucher funds for housing 
agencies that have chosen not to use 
these dollars to PHAs that are capable 
and willing to spend them. This re-
allocation system will provide PHAs 
with an incentive to house more fami-
lies. 

Second, the bill provides tools for 
PHAs to pay for increased costs or 
emergencies without having to cut as-
sistance to families or to request new 
funding from the HUD or the Congress. 
The bill allows PHAs to retain up to a 
1-month reserve in the formula’s first 
year. For those PHAs that need addi-
tional funds, the bill allows them to 
borrow up to 2 percent of their budget 

authority, to be repaid within the first 
3 months of the following year. 

Third, the bill provides an authoriza-
tion of appropriation for 20,000 new in-
cremental vouchers per year for 5 
years. Congress has not authorized new 
vouchers since 2002. 

During this period, we all know that 
the need for voucher assistance has 
grown, not declined. We are not meet-
ing the need for housing vouchers for 
very low-income persons in this coun-
try, working families, the disabled and 
elderly. Additional vouchers are needed 
to make sure that the voucher program 
continues to keep up with the ever-ex-
panding need for affordable housing in 
this Nation. 

Fourth, the bill provides incentives 
for PHAs to increase families served by 
tying administrative funding to the 
number of families housed. 

Fifth, the bill restores housing 
choice, an important feature of the 
voucher program which has been lost 
because of cost concerns. H.R. 1851 
would eliminate the complex billing 
process between PHAs using portable 
vouchers. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a bill that will 
restore stability and predictability to 
the Nation’s largest Federal housing 
program by fixing the broken funding 
formula. H.R. 1851 provides for the 
needs of the families, public housing 
agencies and landlords who participate 
in this program. 

The funding formula, however, is not 
the only aspect of the section 8 pro-
gram in need of reform. Today, housing 
agencies and program recipients must 
deal with the complicated set of rules 
for the determination of rent, recertifi-
cation of income and inspection of 
housing units. H.R. 1851 simplifies 
those requirements, while maintaining 
current affordable standards. 

H.R. 1851 also includes tools to en-
courage voucher families to move to 
economic self-sufficiency. Families 
should not have to pay more in rent be-
cause they want to work to provide for 
their families. By disregarding a por-
tion of earned income, H.R. 1851 would 
protect families from any resultant in-
creases in rent. 

Families also shouldn’t be penalized 
for pursuing educational opportunities. 
Currently, many families in the vouch-
er and public housing programs can 
find themselves excluded from work 
and economic opportunities because of 
a lack of credit history or low credit 
scores. The bill would allow the De-
partment to work with the Nation’s 
credit bureaus to allow for the report-
ing of the rental payment history of 
voucher and public housing recipients. 

In addition, the bill will increase 
homeownership opportunities for 
voucher families by allowing them to 
use a section 8 voucher to make a down 
payment on their first home. Impor-
tantly, the bill provides for a change to 
the funding structure for family self- 
sufficiency coordinated to ensure that 
families have the tools to take advan-
tage of these opportunities. 

Without going into all of what is 
taken care of and what is reformed, I 
have tried to share the major reforms 
that we have created for our families 
who will be receiving assistance 
through the section 8 program. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like first to 
thank all of my colleagues and their 
staffs from both sides of the aisle for 
working to craft a bipartisan section 8 
reform bill that we are considering 
today. In particular I would like to 
thank Chairman FRANK and Sub-
committee Chairwoman WATERS for 
their hard work, committee Ranking 
Member BACHUS for his support, and 
the gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. 
SHAYS, who joined me as an original 
cosponsor of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a bipartisan 
bill that passed out of our committee 
by a vote of 52–9. It is similar to the 
section 8 reform bill that then Chair-
man Oxley moved through the Finan-
cial Services Committee during the 
last Congress. It was a bipartisan bill 
then too, passing out of the committee 
by a voice vote. 

The section 8, or Housing Choice 
Voucher Program, is the major Federal 
program helping the elderly, the dis-
abled and the very low-income families 
find affordable housing in the private 
market. Today’s housing vouchers are 
the primary tool of assistance provided 
under section 8. 

Many of my colleagues served in this 
body when housing vouchers were first 
proposed and implemented under a Re-
publican administration, that of Presi-
dent Reagan. The Section 8 Voucher 
Program was designed to move people 
away from large concentrated housing 
projects, like our Cabrini-Green or 
Robert Taylor Homes in Chicago. It al-
lows individuals to make decisions 
about where they want to live, instead 
of forcing them to live in large public 
housing projects filled with crime, pov-
erty and despair. 

For the colleagues on my side of the 
aisle, I should admit, quite frankly, 
that this bill is better than I expected 
it to be. We have been able to get sev-
eral key issues addressed in this bill 
that were not addressed in last year’s 
Republican legislation. 

I want to thank Chairman WATERS, 
who coauthored with me a manager’s 
amendment that the committee ac-
cepted during our markup that in-
cludes a number of provisions to in-
crease the flexibility of project-based 
section 8 vouchers. It amended section 
8 of the law regarding the use of vouch-
ers to purchase manufactured homes, 
voucher reserves, portability, perform-
ance assessment, disabled vouchers and 
rent levels. 

In addition, I am pleased that in-
cluded in this bill is language that is 
identical to the Family Self-Suffi-
ciency Act, or FSS, a bill that I intro-
duced as a stand-alone measure. This 
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bill enhances HUD’s FSS program by 
providing housing authorities with 
consistent coordinator funding. Hous-
ing authorities can then help more in-
dividuals move from public assistance 
to being self-sufficient homeowners. 

Perhaps most important for Members 
on my side of the aisle is that this bill 
includes a significant expansion of 
Moving to Work, or the MTW program. 
Members on both sides of the aisle have 
public housing authorities in their dis-
trict that seek to become Moving to 
Work housing authorities. 

In my district, DuPage Housing Au-
thority would like this status. How-
ever, to date, Congress has only au-
thorized 32 housing authorities to be 
MTWs. During the committee markup, 
we increased the authorization to a 
total of 80, which is a remarkable 
achievement. In addition, the Moving 
to Work provisions in this bill require 
HUD to craft standards that will gov-
ern eligibility requirements from being 
considered and/or designated as a Mov-
ing to Work authority. This bill in-
cludes important tenant protections 
that make the MTW Program better 
than it is today. 

Finally, I am also pleased that we in-
cluded a provision that will measure 
the success of the program. Congress 
created the Moving to Work program 
in 1996, but it does not require HUD to 
establish standards and evaluate agen-
cies’ performance. 

b 1915 

Now granted, the administration 
does not support this bill, nor did it 
support the Oxley bill last year or in 
the previous Congress. 

Why? Well, because in their view, it 
does not reform the program enough. 
They believe it moves the program 
from one that is currently budget 
based to a unit-based system that Mr. 
KNOLLENBERG spoke about earlier. But 
I think that point is subject to inter-
pretation. And politics is the art of the 
possible; and absent this bill, no reform 
is possible. 

This bill does not include everything 
that I wanted either. The section 8 
funding formula my colleagues will re-
call was changed in the CR earlier this 
year. I have on several occasions of-
fered amendments in committee to ad-
dress this formula change, and we did 
include in the manager’s amendment a 
provision that will provide PHAs a 
cushion in the transition year so they 
are not penalized for CR formula 
change. 

I believe there is more work to be 
done. There are 1,200 PHAs. Half of 
those across the country do not suffer 
from unjustified and significant fund-
ing cuts as a result of the new section 
8 funding formula included in the CR. 

Chairman FRANK has agreed to en-
gage in a colloquy with me about this, 
and I look forward to doing that in a 
few moments. I hope we will continue 
to work together as we continue to ad-
dress the continued shortcomings of 
this formula. 

This is a good bill and one deserving 
of our support, and I urge my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
vote for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
Chairman FRANK such time as he may 
consume. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentlewoman, not so much 
for yielding but for the really extraor-
dinary work she has done on this, the 
gentlewoman from California, and I 
want to say how much I admire the two 
tracks she has worked on. On the one 
track, she has been one of the leaders 
on our side in the House on the issue of 
Iraq and ending our involvement in the 
war in Iraq where I am a strong fol-
lower of her. 

Simultaneously, she has engaged in 
some very careful and thoughtful legis-
lative work, and I think that is the 
mark of a complete legislator, to be 
able to do the ideologically based advo-
cacy but also work in a bipartisan way, 
continuing work which began when she 
was the ranking member and in a 
seamless way to go forward. 

I spoke during the rule where I ex-
pressed my strong support for the leg-
islation. I have rarely seen legislation 
so broadly supported by the landlords, 
by the local housing authorities that 
administer it and by the beneficiaries. 
There is a three-way operation here, 
and all of them consider this bill to be 
an improvement. 

As the gentlewoman from Illinois 
said, it does not improve everything as 
much as everybody would like; nothing 
ever does. But she is correct, this is an 
improvement. I would ask my friend 
from California to yield to her so we 
can talk about it, but she has already 
done some of the things that she talked 
about. For instance, in the manager’s 
amendment, we will increase the re-
serves available to housing authorities 
to avoid any damage that would come 
in the transition on the new funding 
formula. I know the gentlewoman has 
some other concerns, and I hope if the 
gentlewoman from California will yield 
to her, I can respond to them. 

Ms. WATERS. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT). 

Mrs. BIGGERT. I thank the gentle-
woman, and I would like to engage in a 
colloquy with Chairman FRANK at this 
time. 

Chairman FRANK, as you may recall, 
the section 8 funding formula was 
changed through provisions in the con-
tinuing resolution. I did not support 
these changes because they did cut 
about 1,500 public housing authority 
slots in three counties in my congres-
sional district. And as Chairman 
FRANK can verify, I have on several oc-
casions offered amendments to change 
this. 

I am pleased that the manager’s 
amendment includes a provision which 
addresses this problem. While I am 
pleased that we can take productive 
steps towards addressing the short-

comings, I believe we can do more as 
we move on, and it is my under-
standing that members of the Appro-
priations Committee have included a 
similar provision in the fiscal year 2008 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment (HUD) Appropriations bill. 
Would the chairman consider sup-
porting this? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. The 
gentlewoman has stated this correctly. 
I know this is going to be in the appro-
priations bill. We expect it. I haven’t 
seen the appropriations bill yet. I have 
great confidence in the subcommittee 
chairman, but I certainly agree with 
her in principle. And unless there is 
some very unusual wording which we 
could change, yes, I would be subject to 
saying, yes, that is exactly what we in-
tend. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

Again regarding the rebenchmarking, 
both the current formula and the one 
in this bill would base a PHA’s annual 
funding level on a ‘‘snapshot’’ of the 
PHA’s use of funds from the previous 12 
months. However, I continue to be con-
cerned that his annual benchmarking 
is unworkable when coupled with the 
congressional budget cycle. For this 
reason, I hope we can continue to work 
together as we move forward to address 
the continued shortcomings of this for-
mula. PHAs have always stated and 
continue to argue that their main con-
cern is to have predictability and cer-
tainty in funding so they can plan both 
voucher utilization and staffing. I 
know they would appreciate more pre-
dictability. If the snapshot and the 
rebenchmarking were done every other 
year, would the chairman continue to 
explore with me the benefits of a bien-
nial versus annual rebenchmarking? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. The 
answer is, again, yes. This is a very im-
portant subject which the gentle-
woman from Illinois has identified. I 
promise we will work together. If we 
decide this needs to be a legislative 
change, I can promise the gentlelady 
that the committee will entertain the 
appropriate legislation and do that. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Again, I thank the 
gentleman. 

In addition, I would like to ask the 
chairman to consider other measures 
to assist PHAs in the transition period 
and in the subsequent years. For exam-
ple, I would like the chairman to con-
sider a so-called hold-harmless provi-
sion attached to the new section 8 for-
mula. The provision would provide 
PHAs with an assurance that they 
would not lose more than a certain per-
centage of funds in any given year due 
to the utilization rates in the previous 
years. The reasons for this are many, 
but at the heart of the matter is the 
simple fact that the so-called excess in 
funds that many PHAs were caught 
with when the new formula was 
dropped into the CR were not in fact 
excess at all but the result of delib-
erate choices, court-ordered require-
ments or special set-aside categories of 
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vouchers. The PHAs should not be los-
ing all of these vouchers in the first 
year. The percentage could range from 
perhaps 10 to 25 percent. And again, 
PHAs deserve stability and predict-
ability in funding. Would the chairman 
work with me to craft a hold-harmless 
provision to include in this bill or the 
appropriations bill? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. The 
answer here is definitely yes. I think a 
hold-harmless provision is appropriate. 

The purpose of the change, as the 
gentlewoman knows, in our mind was 
to prevent a kind of downward 
ratcheting in the overall usage. But 
consistent with that, we don’t want to 
penalize particular authorities. 

We have already done some work, for 
instance, with the Dade County au-
thority to take into account the fact 
that their shortfall came because of a 
hurricane, so they were not penalized 
by that. But the hold-harmless provi-
sion is a perfectly reasonable one, and 
I agree with the gentlewoman. I prom-
ise to work with the gentlewoman to 
do whatever we need to do legislatively 
to accomplish it. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Again, I thank the 
chairman; and thank the gentlewoman 
for the time. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 8 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. GARY G. MILLER), a 
member of the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of H.R. 
1851, the Section 8 Voucher Reform 
Act. 

This is something we have been 
working on for years, and I am pleased 
we have it to this point today. I com-
mend Chairman FRANK. BARNEY, you 
have been great to work with on these 
issues. When we express concerns, he is 
always willing to look at policy rather 
than politics. We have arrived at a bill 
we can all look at and say, there are 
things we might change, but overall, 
we all agree it is a good bill. 

I would like to commend Ranking 
Member BACHUS for all of his help and 
assistance. Chairman WATERS, it has 
been fun working with you on this 
issue, as well as Ranking Member 
BIGGERT. 

Working together in a bipartisan 
manner, we have produced a bill that 
will help the section 8 program better 
serve families and communities across 
the country. 

Over the years, Congress has grap-
pled with the skyrocketing cost of the 
section 8 program, which is growing so 
rapidly that HUD’s other programs are 
suffering as a result. 

It is not feasible for the Federal Gov-
ernment to continue increasing funds 
for a program without enacting mean-
ingful reforms. 

In the 109th Congress, I introduced 
legislation to improve the delivery of 
housing assistance to families in need 
by providing flexibility to local public 

housing authorities, PHAs, and holding 
them accountable for results. 

The goal of my legislation was to en-
sure that PHAs would serve as many 
families as possible within their budg-
et. While the bill before us today does 
not go as far as my proposal in inject-
ing flexibility to PHAs in their admin-
istration of the entire section 8 pro-
gram, H.R. 1851 does make a number of 
improvements to the section 8 program 
to reform the simplified regulations for 
local housing agencies. 

I appreciate Chairman FRANK’s will-
ingness to work with me to allow for 
PHA innovation on a scale he is more 
comfortable with. While the bill before 
us does not apply flexibility to the en-
tire program, I am pleased it at least 
allows a permanency and expansion of 
the Moving To Work program, renamed 
in this bill as the Housing Innovation 
Program, HIP. 

The Moving to Work Program has al-
lowed a small group of PHAs to create 
locally based housing programs outside 
of HUD’s one-size-fits-all regulations. 
The program has enabled PHAs to cre-
ate jobs for residents, add affordable 
housing stock and help families build 
savings. 

Currently, over 24 of the more than 
3,000 PHAs nationwide are partici-
pating in the Moving to Work program. 
H.R. 1851 provides access to more agen-
cies nationwide seeking MTW status. 

Through the new HIP program, we 
will be able to take away ‘‘best prac-
tices’’ to apply to the entire section 8 
program in the future. I am confident 
that the innovation that will be pro-
duced through the flexibility provided 
in the HIP will demonstrate ways to 
truly reform section 8 so we can serve 
more families efficiently and help 
move them to self-sufficiency. 

The manager’s amendment, which 
will be debated later this evening, in-
cludes language I crafted to provide 
PHAs with the flexibility to establish 
rent structures as they see best to ad-
dress the needs of their communities. 

The language gives PHAs the flexi-
bility to select from a menu of tenant 
rent policies, including flat rent, rents 
based on income ranges, rents based on 
percentage of income, or other innova-
tive rent policies. 

HUD and many PHAs agree that the 
current Federal approach to tenant 
rent contribution is a regressive sys-
tem that penalizes residents by charg-
ing higher rents for those who gain em-
ployment and income. 

If a section 8 recipient’s salary in-
creases, so does their rent. This creates 
a disincentive for work. Our goal 
should be to provide a helping hand to 
those who need it but also ensure that 
they are on a path to self-sufficiency. 
Rather than providing incentives for 
work, the current section 8 program 
provides incentives for people to lie 
about their income or to reject oppor-
tunities to increase their income since 
they would be forced to pay more rent. 
I don’t think this is a message we 
should be sending in this program. We 

should be instilling responsibility and 
desire to achieve in our housing assist-
ance policy, not encouraging dishon-
esty and creating disincentives for suc-
cess. 

I am pleased the chairman has 
worked with me on language to allow 
PHAs the option of setting rents in in-
novative ways to help families achieve 
self-sufficiency. 

The reality is that we face a situa-
tion of growing waiting lists for sec-
tion 8 vouchers without the resources 
to serve everyone. The answer is not to 
merely throw more money into an ex-
isting regressive system in a depart-
ment where there are other pressing 
needs that need to be met. We need to 
move current section 8 recipients to 
self-sufficiency by allowing PHAs to be 
innovative with the money they do 
have, to be efficient and help as many 
people in need move through the pro-
gram as possible. 

While this bill does not go as far as I 
think we need it to go in terms of al-
lowing flexibility, I believe it is a step 
in the right direction and will make 
needed improvements to the section 8 
program. I look forward to the debate 
on the amendments tonight as I believe 
we can continue to improve the legisla-
tion as we move forward. 

I would like to enter into a colloquy 
with the chairman, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK). 

There seems to be a misunder-
standing on the part of HUD. Mr. 
FRANK, this bill includes a revision and 
expansion of the Moving to Work Pro-
gram, MTW, renamed the Housing In-
novation Program, HIP. Under the pro-
gram authority of HIP, the Secretary 
may designate up to 60 public housing 
agencies to fully participate in the pro-
gram, and an additional 20 public hous-
ing agencies may participate in the 
program under what is called the HIP- 
Lite provisions. 

Under the current MTW program, au-
thorization has been granted for 32 
public housing authorities to partici-
pate in the program. However, HUD 
narrowly defined the legislative au-
thority under which they could solicit 
new applications. HUD decided that 
once PHAs leave the program, no new 
agencies can be selected to fill their 
vacancy. The result is, out of 32 au-
thorized, only 24 agencies are currently 
in the program. 

I would like to confirm that the in-
tent of this bill is to allow HUD to so-
licit new applications in order to main-
tain the program at its fully author-
ized level and to give PHAs the oppor-
tunity to fill any vacancies. 

I would like to confirm that you 
agree that the secretary of HUD should 
promptly solicit new applications from 
PHAs interested in participating in the 
HIP program whenever the number of 
agencies is less than the total author-
ized level, and that would be 60 under 
this bill; is that correct, sir? 

b 1930 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 

I yield to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia is absolutely correct. The alter-
native interpretation would make no 
sense. 

Of course, HUD should have and does 
have the authority to select replace-
ments. What we set was a maximum 
number of participating agencies, and 
if an agency withdraws, then a new 
agency should be replaced. 

If I may, I should note that the chair-
man of the subcommittee, who is such 
a devoted supporter of fairness, has 
raised some questions about the Mov-
ing to Work program, or whatever the 
new name is, and I have spoken with 
her. And I think what would be appro-
priate, and I think we would all agree, 
when we return from the summer re-
cess to have a hearing on how the Mov-
ing to Work program is, in fact, oper-
ating, and I think that would be an ap-
propriate thing to do. 

But certainly under this law and 
under the agreements we reached, we 
set a number of housing authorities 
that are eligible to participate, and 
there shouldn’t be any question, if an 
authority drops out, then HUD has the 
obligation, not just the permission, but 
the obligation to replace it. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
I thank you. 

So HUD understands, if it does drop 
to 50, it should be moved up promptly 
to 60, and I look forward to the hear-
ing. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
ANDREWS) 2 minutes. 

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I’d 
like to thank the chairwoman, my 
friend from California, for yielding. 

The chairwoman and I came to this 
Congress on the very same day in 1990, 
and I’m extremely proud of the work 
she’s done on this bill and gratified to 
support it. 

I especially want to thank her for in-
cluding language that I think will help 
underdogs, and the chairwoman has 
been a friend of the underdog for a very 
long time, and in her work in Sac-
ramento she achieved her visions where 
tenants who were being mistreated by 
landlords, where the property was not 
being properly kept up and was not 
habitable, would be given the option of 
withholding rent in order to force re-
pairs on the property. She’s taken that 
provision and extended that principle 
in this bill in a way for which I salute 
her. 

The bill contains provisions that say 
in situations where a public housing 
authority chooses, when notified of se-
rious code violations by a tenant, it 
may take actions to withhold part of 
the section 8 voucher payment that 
would otherwise go to the landlord. 
And the purpose of this would be to 

empower the public housing authority 
under certain circumstances to deduct 
that amount of money and pay for the 
repairs. 

What does this mean? It means a 
powerless person who doesn’t have a 
political action committee or a lob-
byist or a lot of political power but 
who needs their sink fixed or a broken 
window repaired or a heater repaired 
for the first time is going to have suffi-
cient leverage to do so. 

I think this will have three very im-
portant effects. First, it will be fair 
and right for these tenants. Second, it 
will be fair for landlords. If the tenant 
is the cause of the problem or if a land-
lord is acting responsibly, this poses no 
burden on a landlord. And third, it will 
help responsible local officials prevent 
blight and degradation of certain 
neighborhoods so that each person can 
live in an environment that’s proper 
and good for their family. 

So I want to thank the chairwoman 
for her characteristic advocacy on be-
half of the underdog, for taking this 
idea, and I would urge support of the 
bill. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, I’d 
like to yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE), a 
member of the committee. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I want to thank my good friend from 
Illinois for yielding, and I want to 
thank also the Chair of the committee 
and Chair of the subcommittee for the 
work that they have done on this, and 
the ranking member. 

I rise to express a few sincere and se-
rious concerns with section 9 of the 
bill. This is the section that allows the 
public housing authorities, or the 
PHAs, to report the rental payments of 
its tenants to credit reporting agen-
cies. 

Reporting alternative data, like rent-
al payments, to the credit reporting 
agencies may indeed be a very good 
thing. The hope obviously is that in-
creased alternative data will help im-
prove the credit reports for consumers 
and, in the long run, provide them with 
better and less expensive access to 
credit. In this increasingly credit-drive 
society, that’s truly an important 
thing. 

However, I’ve got four specific con-
cerns with the way that the language 
in section 9 of this bill is written. 

First is the format that this data will 
take. The language of the underlying 
bill requires the PHAs and credit re-
porting agencies to establish a system 
and format for reporting the new data. 
This is obviously new territory for 
PHAs, and they haven’t done it before 
and aren’t financial institutions and 
have no history of providing reporting 
data in the proper format. 

Second concern is that this section 
may be incorrectly read to constitute a 
new requirement on the credit report-
ing agencies, and I would submit that 
this would be a drastic and significant 
change to our current system. Cur-
rently, credit reporting agencies must 

consider the timeliness of the data sup-
plied to them. They must verify that it 
is accurate data, ensure that there 
hasn’t been any case of identity fraud 
so that false data is not included in an 
unsuspecting consumer’s credit file. 
Rental payment, clearly that informa-
tion is different than other forms of 
commerce, and it may need to be treat-
ed differently. 

A third concern is that the section, 
as it reads, would apply to ‘‘families re-
ceiving tenant-based housing choice 
vouchers.’’ Credit files historically are 
unique to individuals. Credit reporting 
agencies have no way to adjust their 
credit files for an entire family. So I 
wonder again sincerely what the real 
consequences of this ambiguity and po-
tentially harmful aspect are to spread-
ing potential financial responsibility 
to some without regard to account-
ability. 

My fourth concern may be the most 
important, and that is, that the under-
lying legislation requires that the 
PHA, or the public housing agency, 
gain the permission of the family in 
writing before submitting the data to 
credit reporting agencies. This provi-
sion potentially would turn our credit 
reporting system on its head. It’s a 100- 
year-old system based on the voluntary 
reporting of data to credit reporting 
agencies. If consumers are able to turn 
on or off when the data is reported, 
then it, in its essence, undermines 
completely the accuracy of the credit 
reports. 

Both those who furnish the data to 
the credit reporting agencies and those 
who use that data to offer credit to 
consumers rely on the accuracy of 
these reports so that they can appro-
priately and responsibly price the cost 
of credit to a specific consumer. If 
someone can decide not to submit cer-
tain data to a credit reporting agency, 
then the accuracy of that data will be 
greatly compromised. 

I sincerely believe that a few minor 
changes to the underlying legislation 
would indeed perfect the language in a 
way that would allow for new alter-
native data to help consumers and also 
to have that new data submitted in a 
way that does not undermine a credit 
reporting system that truly has be-
come the envy of the world. 

It’s my hope that we can work on 
these concerns as this legislation 
moves forward, and once again, I want 
to thank the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois for her time and thank the Chair 
of the committee and subcommittee 
for their work on this issue. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PASCRELL) 2 minutes. 

(Mr. PASCRELL asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I’m 
honored to rise in support of H.R. 1851. 
I commend Chairman FRANK and Chair-
woman WATERS for bringing this wor-
thy legislation to the floor today. 

This bipartisan bill will increase effi-
ciency in our section 8 housing voucher 
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program and expand rental assistance 
opportunities, authorizing 20,000 new 
section 8 vouchers in each of the next 
5 years, with a total of 100,000 new 
vouchers. 

Section 8 rental assistance is a crit-
ical and widely used program, with ap-
proximately 2 million vouchers being 
distributed by more than 2,500 local 
public housing authorities. 

I would like to draw attention to one 
specific provision of this legislation 
which will have widespread benefits, if 
we did nothing else today, and I think 
is the most meaningful thing we’re 
doing today, by the way, if I may ex-
press my opinion, will have widespread 
benefits for housing authorities 
throughout this Nation, including 
those in my district. 

In 2004, a new formula was instituted 
to fund public housing authorities that 
administer the section 8 program. The 
formula was based on a snapshot of 
PHA activity for May, June, and July 
of 2004. As a result, whatever a housing 
authority’s needs were during that 
short period, they have been stuck 
with that number ever since. It is sim-
ply irrational to fund a program today 
based on what its needs were 3 years 
ago. 

Some housing authorities were con-
tinually overfunded, some were under-
funded. This provision left some hous-
ing authorities scrambling for funds 
and others with extra funding they 
couldn’t access. 

The bill we are considering today 
fixes this inefficient and outdated for-
mula, requiring HUD to use data from 
the most recent 12 months to deter-
mine section 8 voucher funding. It’s 
going to help a lot of people, a lot of 
people. Now funding will be guaranteed 
for all vouchers in use. 

Even this administration has admit-
ted that this flawed formula should be 
revised. I applaud the Financial Serv-
ices Committee for including a fix in 
this legislation. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of H.R. 1851. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. CAMPBELL), another 
member of the Financial Services Com-
mittee, to engage in a colloquy with 
Chairman FRANK. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentlewoman 
for yielding. 

I just wanted to bring to the chair-
man’s attention a situation with HUD 
financing that kind of makes no sense 
to me, and a specific situation which 
I’m aware of involves the Villa Nueva 
Apartments, which are in San Ysidro 
in the San Diego area of California, 
where the owner of this multi-family, 
affordable housing project wants to sell 
it. The buyer wants to keep it as an af-
fordable housing project. He’s com-
mitted to keep the rents unchanged, 
but yet since it is HUD financed, under 
current, I guess, rulings or something 
that HUD is making, that 100 percent 
of the proceeds of this project would 

actually not be available to the seller. 
I don’t know why someone who owns 
something would want to sell it if they 
couldn’t have any of the proceeds. So, 
as a result, the seller may not sell this 
project. They may hold on to it for a 
couple of years, and then the restric-
tions will expire and then they could 
sell it for something else. 

So it seems to me that HUD’s proce-
dures on this are actually standing in 
the way of affordable housing compa-
nies acquiring and continuing afford-
able housing multi-unit projects. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentleman from California. 

I appreciate the gentleman from 
California making this very important 
point because it gives us a chance to 
highlight an important issue that this 
committee will be acting on. 

I should just note that later today we 
will be considering an amendment on 
behalf of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY) and the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE) in simi-
lar circumstances, and we will be di-
recting HUD to allow these to go for-
ward. 

The gentleman just learned of this, I 
know, and brought it to our attention, 
and I would begin by saying to him, if 
necessary, I would be supportive of 
doing the same in his case. I hope it 
won’t be necessary. 

Here’s the situation that may people 
may not understand. Forty years ago 
and more, or about 40 years ago, we 
began, not us, with the exception of 
Mr. DINGELL, began a program of af-
fordable housing where the Federal 
Government lent people money at ei-
ther no interest or very low interest in 
return for it being affordable, but for 
some reason they put what they called 
an expiration date of 40 years. 

Now, we stand to lose a lot of housing 
that is good housing currently afford-
able. We are looking for ways to let 
that be transferred to others who 
would keep that it way. I think HUD is 
being overly technical in some of these 
interpretations. It would clearly be in 
everybody’s interest, for no budgetary 
cost we can preserve these units. 

By the way, if the units are lost, 
what then happens is, under certain 
laws, the current tenants are entitled 
to enhanced vouchers. So we would 
then be paying more in enhanced 
vouchers to a new landlord. That 
doesn’t make sense. 

I just want to make this commit-
ment to the gentleman. I hope after to-
day’s bill, which I hope it passes and 
the amendments for Mr. MARKEY and 
Ms. PRYCE are passed, that we can then 
sit with HUD on a bipartisan basis and 
try and find a way for them to do this 
administratively. If they tell us that 
they need a small fix, if there’s some 
legislative problem, we could do that 
on suspension immediately. Even the 
Senate would do that one quickly. 

I would say this. I hope that we will, 
today, get HUD’s attention so that we 
can sit with them and work this out. I 
would rather have it done in policy. If 
necessary, we’ll do a little fix. 

And I would also say before the end 
of this year, and this is high on the 
agenda of the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia and myself, because this situa-
tion occurs all over the country in 
everybody’s district or in most dis-
tricts, if necessary, we will pass a bill 
that will give HUD all the authority 
necessary to prevent this loss of afford-
able housing for no good reason. 

So I admire the gentleman for bring-
ing it to our attention. I think, frank-
ly, if we pass this bill and pass the 
Markey-Pryce amendment, we’ll prob-
ably get a better response out of HUD, 
and if necessary, we will legislate it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Thank 
you. 

b 1945 

Ms. WATERS. I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
BACA). 

Mr. BACA. I want to thank my col-
league for yielding. I rise also to sup-
port the Section 8 Voucher Reform Act 
of 2007. 

I want to thank my good friend from 
California, Chairman MAXINE WATERS, 
for sponsoring this vital legislation. 

I also want to thank our chair, Chair-
man FRANK, for his leadership and 
guidance in this committee. 

Mr. Chairman, in 2004, when the ad-
ministration decided to change the 
funding formula for section 8 vouchers, 
drastic cuts were made to the number 
of vouchers available. These cuts hurt 
needy families throughout the Nation 
and throughout my district. We are 
talking about seniors, low-income fam-
ilies, disabled, the poor, the disadvan-
taged. 

In my district alone, section 8 hous-
ing vouchers, public housing units, pro-
vide affordable housing for more than 
32,000 people. Can you imagine, 32,000 
people right now, children and others, 
that would not have a home, not have 
a place to rent, that would be homeless 
if it hadn’t been for section 8? This bill 
reverses the cut and adds an additional 
20,000 vouchers so that families are not 
forced to choose between paying for 
food, their medication or rent. 

We are talking about people that 
can’t afford housing, even right now, 
with the inflation and the cost that is 
going on right now. We have got to 
make sure that they have a home, they 
have stability, and they have a roof 
over their head, especially for our chil-
dren. 

I appreciate my colleague on the 
other side, GARY MILLER, supporting 
this legislation as well. We worked on 
some of the amendments. I appreciate 
that very much. 

It also contains key provisions that 
strengthen section 8 programs, includ-
ing protection for individuals with lim-
ited English proficiency and the expan-
sion to Moving To Work programs. I 
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urge my colleagues to support this 
most vulnerable program that helps us, 
and especially as it pertains to helping 
the poor, the disadvantaged. 

I ask my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, might 
I inquire of the time remaining on ei-
ther side of the aisle? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlewoman 
from Illinois has 101⁄2 minutes. 

The gentlewoman from California has 
9 minutes. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman and 
Members, I am so very proud of the 
work of this committee. 

I am so very, very pleased and hon-
ored to have the opportunity to work 
with BARNEY FRANK. Not only is he a 
committed public policy maker, he is 
smart, and he is creative. And he is 
helping us to understand how to use 
this wonderful opportunity that has 
been afforded to us to do good for the 
people of this country. 

I am so pleased about this particular 
bill, because I am so keenly aware of 
the housing crisis that we have in this 
country. 

As we stand here this evening, there 
are people who are sleeping under 
bridges; living with them are families, 
children. Some of them are veterans. I 
come from a time and place where peo-
ple did not have decent housing. I 
know, too, that not only has this oc-
curred for many years in this country, 
where people have been living in sub-
standard housing, even today we have 
people without running water. We have 
people without proper health facilities 
of any kind in their homes. 

We have families that are crowded 
into one and two rooms. We have peo-
ple whose roofs were leaking this 
evening. But because of this govern-
ment and our ability to help govern-
ment understand what it can do to help 
the least fortunate, we are able to pass 
this kind of legislation. 

I want to thank my friends on the op-
posite side of the aisle, again, Mrs. 
BIGGERT, for the cooperation that I 
have enjoyed working with her. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield as much time 
as he may consume to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK). 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentlewoman. 

Mr. Chairman, again, I want to em-
phasize, this is a process that began 
when the Republicans were in power, 
when Mr. Ney was the chairman. 

The gentlewoman from California 
was the ranking minority member and 
has continued in her chairmanship. 
The gentlewoman from Illinois is the 
ranking member. This is an example of 
how you can make something better 
and deliver better, with one exception, 
there is no additional money in this 
bill. 

I hope that we will succeed in author-
izing 20,000 new vouchers. That’s an 
issue we will debate, although it is sub-
ject to appropriation, as to whether or 

not it gets done. I think our appropri-
ator friends would like to do it. 

But most of what this does is to im-
prove the delivery. We talk about it a 
lot. It isn’t always done. And in that 
context, we often thank the staff. 

This is a case where the staff of the 
Financial Services Committee and sub-
committee on both sides, we already 
did a great deal of work; this is a more 
technical bill than many that have 
come forward. 

This is a less than ideological break-
through. We hope to have some of 
those. We have had in the past. It’s 
more a systemic examination of a very 
large program with improvements of a 
technical and specific sort in many as-
pects of it. It took a good deal of hard 
work, and it took a good deal of mu-
tual cooperation. 

As I said, there were some dif-
ferences, and we will debate those dif-
ferences, but it should be made clear 
that those differences come within a 
context of a broad agreement on mak-
ing the program better. 

There is a lot of talk about waste and 
fraud and abuse. Waste and fraud and 
abuse are more generally decried 
around here than diminished. This is a 
bill that will make it much less likely 
that money will be wasted, much less 
likely that there will be an abuse of 
the public purse. As I said, let me say 
in closing, it is to the credit of the gen-
tlewoman from California, the gentle-
woman from Illinois, and the people 
who have worked with them. 

Every stakeholder is a supporter of 
this bill, the landlords, the tenants, the 
advocacy groups, the housing authori-
ties that administer it. It is rare that 
you get this degree of agreement. It’s a 
process that began with civil conversa-
tion. I am pleased to see, at least on 
this night, it’s going to end with a civil 
conversation, and the product will be 
significant improvements in one of the 
most important social programs in the 
Federal Government. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentlelady from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Let me 
thank the distinguished gentlelady 
from Illinois for yielding me the time. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a historic occa-
sion, a historic time. I want to express 
my appreciation to the chairman of the 
full committee, Mr. FRANK, and the 
chairwoman of the subcommittee, Con-
gresswoman WATERS, and the ranking 
members, for what I hope will ulti-
mately be an enormous step forward 
for the homeless and the underserved. 

I also want to acknowledge my col-
league and friend, Congressman AL 
GREEN, who has worked so hard to en-
sure that cities who have the back-
ground of Houston, Texas, are also ac-
counted for. Those are cities that have 
for years had thousands of individuals 
on the waiting list. 

I think the number 25,000 in Houston 
has literally become a number of the 

decade, because there has been a wait-
ing list of 25,000 for as long as I can re-
member, having served on the Houston 
City Council. 

I am very pleased to acknowledge 
that we are going to reorder the for-
mula so that cities can borrow against 
moneys that are already in their ac-
count, so that the cities that have an 
excessive number of individuals on the 
waiting list can still be able to utilize 
those dollars. 

I want to pay special attention to the 
resources that will be utilized for the 
disabled and special resources that are 
going to be utilized for innovative pro-
grams dealing with, for example, the 
housing innovation program, which has 
previously been Moving to Work. 

One of the issues that I hope that we 
will look forward to is giving incen-
tives to cities to help them reduce the 
waiting list. Now, you can change the 
formula, and I had an amendment that 
would provide at least a pilot study to 
construct, if you will, an incentive to 
make sure that cities took advantage 
of this new structure and worked hard 
to reduce the waiting list. 

It is one thing to have the laws in 
place. It is another thing to have hous-
ing authorities sit by and just watch, 
rather than working very hard to bring 
down their list. 

I am very grateful that we now have 
an understanding that there is less and 
less affordable housing being built in 
America. These individuals that use 
section 8 vouchers are working people, 
people who are paying their taxes, who 
cannot find housing in high-priced 
markets. This section 8 voucher pro-
gram will allow these individuals to 
purchase homes. They are creative, 
unique and forward thinking, because 
they are individuals who have put their 
stake down in these particular areas. 

I am also hoping, as I close, and I am 
hoping that we will continue to work 
on this issue, is to ensure individuals 
will not be put out because of combat 
pay for soldiers who are coming back. 

I ask my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong support of 
H.R. 1851, the ‘‘Section 8 Voucher Reform Act 
of 2007.’’ I support this bipartisan measure for 
three important reasons. First, H.R. 1851 re-
forms Section 8 vouchers to make their alloca-
tion more efficient and targets them based on 
need. Second, the legislation also increases 
access for rural families, and expands the 
number of families receiving housing vouch-
ers. Third, the bill permits families to use 
housing vouchers as a down payment on a 
first-time home purchase, and includes other 
provisions to encourage family self-sufficiency 
including incentives for families to obtain em-
ployment, increase earned income, pursue 
higher education, and save for retirement. 

I wish to express my special thanks to the 
Chair of the Financial Services Committee, Mr. 
FRANK, for his leadership and commitment to 
affordable housing for low and moderate in-
come families. Let me also thank the gentle-
woman from California, Ms. WATERS, the Chair 
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of the Subcommittee on Housing and Commu-
nity Opportunity for her yeoman work in bring-
ing this important and much needed legislation 
to the House floor today. 

Mr. Chairman, a strong America requires 
strong families and communities. Affordable 
housing is critical to maintaining strong fami-
lies and communities. Section 8 housing 
vouchers provide vital rental assistance for 
low-income families, seniors, and the disabled 
to help them afford housing. The Section 8 
housing voucher program contributes to the 
strengthening of our nation. Let me discuss 
briefly for our colleagues some of the more 
beneficial provisions in the legislation. 

The legislation eliminates inefficiencies that 
have resulted in $1.4 billion in unused funds 
and provides incentives for agencies to use 
funds to assist more families. Thus, the vouch-
er Funding Formula is made more efficient 
and will lead to an increase in the number of 
families receiving vouchers. And that is good 
because the number of housing vouchers 
issued has declined more than 150,000 since 
2004. The bill authorizes 20,000 incremental 
vouchers in each of the next five years, for a 
total of 100,000 new vouchers. 

Mr. Chairman, I also support this legislation 
because it protects tenant rights, promotes 
home ownership, and encourages economic 
self-sufficiency for low income voucher and 
public housing families. The legislation also 
protects housing agencies adversely affected 
by formula changes, by allowing them to use 
voucher reserves in the transition to maintain 
the number of families being assisted. 

Homeownership is promoted because, for 
the first time, families will be permitted to use 
housing vouchers as a down-payment on a 
first-time home purchase, and to use vouchers 
for purchase of a manufactured home on 
leased land. Economic self-sufficiency for low 
income voucher and public housing families is 
encouraged because H.R. 1851 includes sev-
eral incentives for families to obtain employ-
ment, increase earned income, pursue higher 
education, and save for retirement. The bill 
also increases voucher opportunities for lower- 
income working families in rural areas. 

Finally, the bill contains several tenant pro-
tections, including provisions to preserve 
voucher families’ ability to move to other 
areas, to address excessive voucher rent bur-
dens, to provide for more accurate fair market 
rent calculations, and to protect voucher hold-
ers in units that are in need of repair. 

Mr. Chairman, for millions of our fellow citi-
zens, finding safe and affordable housing is 
still a constant and often futile struggle. Today, 
about 1.4 million households nationwide par-
ticipate in the voucher program; but not all 
qualified applicants are guaranteed housing. 
The demand for housing assistance consist-
ently exceeds the limited resources available 
from the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development and local government agencies. 
Long waiting lists have, unfortunately, become 
very common. 

In my hometown of Houston, the largest city 
in Texas, and the fourth largest in the United 
States, there is a multi-year backlog of appli-
cations for individuals seeking government as-
sistance. It is not unusual for individuals and 
families to be placed on the waiting list for 
more than three years. 

I believe it imperative that something be 
done to reduce this backlog. That is why I of-
fered an amendment to the bill that would es-

tablish a pilot program to aid in the reduction 
of Section 8 waiting list. 

Mr. Chairman, I also offered an amendment 
providing that funds received by a section 8 
family from a family member serving in the 
Armed Forces in a hostile combat theater be 
excluded from the computation of income for 
eligibility purposes. 

The military is one of Americans most pre-
cious resources and one whose efforts ought 
to never be taken for granted. Daily, these 
men and women in uniform risk their lives to 
ensure the national security and safety of our 
country. One way to express our gratitude to 
them is to offer relief to their family members. 

Eligibility for housing vouchers is typically 
based on the family size and the total annual 
gross income, which ought to not exceed 50 
percent of the median income for the area in 
which they choose to live. HUD’s Housing 
Voucher (HCV) handbook lists both special 
pay (except pay received by a service mem-
ber who is exposed to hostile fire) and the 
Base Housing Allowance (BAH) as income for 
purposes of determining a family’s income eli-
gibility. Excluding monies received by section 
8 tenants from family members serving in 
combat zones when evaluating income eligi-
bility for Section 8 housing would provide a lit-
tle piece of mind to the families of these sol-
diers serving overseas. 

The final amendment I offered sought to 
provide economic opportunities to Section 8 
tenants by requiring the Secretary of the 
Housing and Urban Development carry out 
programs whereby public housing agencies 
develop curriculums and policies designed to 
increase employment and contracting opportu-
nities for recipients of tenant-based rental as-
sistance under the United States Housing Act 
of 1937. These economic opportunities can be 
in the form of maintenance, inspection, and 
management of rental properties for which 
rental assistance is provided. 

Families living with Section 8 vouchers can 
achieve self-sufficiency through active partici-
pation in education and employment. Self-suf-
ficiency eliminates the need to be dependent 
on public assistance and increase one’s self 
esteem and sense of accomplishment. My 
amendment was intended to help section 8 
become more economically independent. 

But taken as a whole, Mr. Chairman, H.R. 
1851 is a very good bill and represents a sig-
nificant step forward in the direction of an en-
lightened policy of affordable housing. Accord-
ingly, I strongly support H.R. 1851, the ‘‘Sec-
tion 8 Voucher Reform Act of 2007.’’ I urge my 
colleagues to join in voting for this much need 
legislation. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. GARY G. MILLER). 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Mr. Chairman, we have been working 
on housing issues for several years. I 
think we do have a very good job in 
this House coming to an agreement. 
Moving to the Senate, for some reason, 
things just don’t happen as they should 
on that side of the Capitol. 

But we have got tremendous housing 
shortages in this country that we have 
to deal with. We have to work on HOPE 
VI program to be more innovative to 
allow the private sector to get in-
volved. We need to be able to take and 
move people through the system for 
public housing section 8 vouchers. 

But the area we are really hurting in 
in this country is the move-up market-
place for people coming out of section 
8, coming out of public housing and to 
be able to move into a house that’s af-
fordable. We all have problems in many 
of our districts where our children go 
away to college; we know people who, 
when their kids come back, they can’t 
afford to live in the communities in 
which they were raised. We know many 
people who may be a school teacher, a 
police officer, a fireman, who drive 2 
hours back and forth to work because 
they can’t afford to live within the 
community in which they work. That 
should be a focus of Congress. 

We not only have to deal with the 
HOPE VI program, we have to deal 
with the public housing program, the 
section 8. We have to look at stream-
lining the system where builders and 
developers in this country can bring af-
fordable housing on line and make it 
available for people who are moving 
out of government assistance into 
homes of their home. 

The Moving To Work program, I 
think, is going to work very well. It al-
lows people to retain some earnings, to 
build up the savings to be able to afford 
to move into a home for the first time. 
We have a lot of nonprofits in this 
country that provide down-payment as-
sistance, programs who help people 
that can afford a payment but don’t 
have the cash on hand within which to 
be able to put down and pay the closing 
costs to move into a home. 

We have got to look at the overall in-
dustry and say, how can we be innova-
tive? How can we be creative? And how 
can we help people to help themselves? 
Now, I am a conservative. I don’t be-
lieve in government programs going on 
forever. But I think people come to a 
point in their life where they need a 
helping hand. 

We need to look at ways to help them 
go on their open to become self-suffi-
cient. That’s what I hope we do in Con-
gress, not only look at reforming the 
government programs we have here 
today to make them more innovative, 
make them work for people. In L.A. 
County, there is a 10-year wait for peo-
ple to go on vouchers or public hous-
ing. That has to change. 

People wait for 10 years who are just 
as needy or more needy sometimes 
than people who are receiving assist-
ance. But we have no way of moving 
those people out of government pro-
grams into their own homes. 

That’s what we need to look at, 
streamlining, removing the red tape, 
fast tracking, have some nexus be-
tween the cost that’s assessed against 
the project and the actual cost of that 
project. 

I want to commend BARNEY FRANK. 
Over the years, he and I have worked 
on more legislation on housing I think 
than any two Members from the Re-
publican and Democrat side together 
that try to create programs that work 
for people. Tonight’s bill might not be 
everything they want. I know it’s not 
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everything that MAXINE WATERS and 
BARNEY FRANK wants, but it was an 
agreement between the two of us in a 
bipartisan fashion, Republicans and 
Democrats, to come and fashion a bill 
that would work. 

I think this bill has some innovation. 
It makes some changes, and I think it 
moves us in a better direction. Are we 
where we should be completely? No, 
but we are moving in a good direction. 

I look forward to cooperation from 
both sides. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume. 

In closing, I would again like to 
thank the subcommittee chairwoman, 
Ms. WATERS, Chairman FRANK and Mr. 
SHAYS for introducing and working on 
this bill. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the bill, which received a 52–9 vote 
coming out of our committee. 

The bill we will vote on today is a 
good bill. It is the result of bipartisan 
cooperation. It contains many provi-
sions more than in last year’s bill that 
help families dependent upon public as-
sistance become families that are inde-
pendent and self-sufficient tax-paying 
productive members of society. 

It’s my sincere hope that we can fur-
ther improve the bill, especially the 
sections involving the funding formula. 
I thank the chairman for agreeing to 
work with me on this. 

I truly hope that we can move this 
bill beyond the House during this Con-
gress and that the Senate and the ad-
ministration will work with us to re-
form this important program. 

b 2000 

America’s families and American 
children deserve a 21st-century section 
8 program. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support this bill, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to take this moment to thank 
someone who is not here in the Con-
gress with us at this time. 

When we first started this legislation 
in the previous Congress, it was with 
Mr. Bob Ney who served as chair of the 
subcommittee; I was the ranking mem-
ber; and we put this bill out on the 
floor where it passed this House, and he 
deserves credit for all the work that 
was done. 

I would also like to thank some of 
the other members who we have not 
heard from this evening in general de-
bate and hopefully we will hear from a 
little later on. Mr. GREEN from Texas 
who insisted that we expand the vouch-
ers to make them available to the 
needy families who certainly have been 
standing in line waiting on section 8 
vouchers. 

I would like to thank Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT for being one of the most ada-
mant and fierce defenders of the work 
that we have done and who has taken 
on the work of trying to educate some 

of our Members from the other side of 
the aisle, not only about the need, but 
how not to penalize the victims and 
people who are looking for housing op-
portunities who would not be able to 
get them but for section 8 and the work 
that we are doing. 

With that, I would like to close by 
thanking the chairman who is so com-
mitted to helping those who need us 
most. He is certainly the kind of leader 
that we can depend on to make sure 
that everything possible is done, to uti-
lize the time that we have been given 
in this committee to work for people 
who oftentimes have been dropped off 
of America’s agenda. Again, he pro-
vides strong leadership. He is generous 
with sharing opportunities with every-
body that serves on that committee. 
And it is because of that kind of leader-
ship and, again, the cooperation from 
my friends on the opposite side of the 
aisle, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. MILLER, Mr. 
SHAYS, and others that we come to this 
floor tonight with a good strong bill 
that is going to help so very many peo-
ple in this country, and it is the kind 
of public policy that makes us all feel 
very good about being elected officials. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Chairman, I 
rise today in support of H.R. 1851, to reform 
the housing choice voucher program under 
section 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937. I commend the Honorable MAXINE WA-
TERS for her leadership on this issue of press-
ing socioeconomic concern. 

In 1937, we had a Nation still suffering from 
the Great Depression. In fact, in 1937, the 
economy fell into a recession which caused 
high unemployment and left many wondering 
how they would put a roof over their family’s 
heads at night. In response to this problem, 
the United States Housing Act was enacted, 
which helped hard-working American families 
to stay off of the streets. 

This bill also helped to push the United 
States policy of spending on infrastructure to 
help the economy, as promoted by the prin-
ciples of Keynesian economics. In today’s 
economy we are seeing a new problem 
emerge—the growing income gap. 

According to a January 27, 2007, CNN re-
port entitled, ‘‘Mind the gap: Income Inequality, 
State by State,’’ Americans whose annual in-
come places them in the top 5 percent of the 
income bracket ‘‘saw their incomes rise as 
much as 132 percent between 1980 and 2003. 
The bottom 20 percent of families, meanwhile, 
saw their incomes rise by no more than 24 
percent.’’ With such inequality today’s housing 
crisis becomes obvious—the ‘‘haves’’ are pur-
chasing more real-estate and thus driving 
housing costs to levels far above the budget 
of ‘‘have-nots.’’ 

Just as the Federal Government took the 
lead and helped struggling American families 
in 1937, we must step in and make sure their 
efforts are applicable to today’s specific hous-
ing crisis by amending Section 8 of the United 
States Housing Act 1937 to address the prob-
lems of 2007. 

In my district of the Virgin Islands I see mul-
timillion dollar estates constructed in areas of 
previously low to moderate income. Often 
times this works to drive up property values 
and drive out those who can no longer afford 
to live in the area. It has driven up housing 

costs and even rental prices. This bill will help 
address this issue by adding 100,000 new 
Section 8 vouchers, and by expanding their 
use for home purchase as well as rent. It will 
allow a public housing agency to authorize a 
family in crisis to occupy housing immediately 
so they are not left on the streets while a slow 
moving bureaucratic agency ‘‘evaluates’’ them. 
H.R. 1851 also includes provisions to address 
existing inadequacies in the programs that 
have created long waiting lists and a program 
that has more applicants than available hous-
ing. 

By passing H.R. 1851, Congress will take a 
much needed step towards improving a much 
needed program. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill and help make a good program 
stronger and better. 

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Chairman, I rise today 
in support of H.R. 1851, the Section 8 Vouch-
er Reform Act of 2007. This bill will expand 
Section 8 Vouchers to improve system effi-
ciency, encourage self-sufficiency, and in-
crease the number of families who can partici-
pate. There are currently 20,370 vouchers in 
use in New York’s 17th district which I proudly 
represent, and 2 million families using vouch-
ers nationwide. These Section 8 Vouchers 
allow low-income families to choose the hous-
ing option that best fits their needs, and en-
courages permanent economic stability. 

According to the National Association of 
Housing and Redevelopment Officials, there is 
funding for 150,000 vouchers that are not in 
use under the current Section 8 Voucher for-
mula. By reforming Section 8 Vouchers, we 
put funding and vouchers in the hands of peo-
ple who need them the most. 

Madam Chairman, in New York we highly 
value Section 8 Vouchers housing. The vouch-
ers provide much-needed assistance to fami-
lies and individuals wishing to become more 
economically self-sufficient, but who lack the 
means to do so on their own. Simplifying and 
expanding Section 8 Vouchers will help allevi-
ate a monumental housing crisis in the state 
of New York and throughout the country. H.R. 
1851 relieves pressure on struggling commu-
nities and families and will bring economic se-
curity and self-sufficiency within their reach. 
H.R. 1851 reforms Section 8 Vouchers in a 
comprehensive and logical way, and I encour-
age my colleagues to support this important 
legislation. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Chairman, to-
day’s passage of H.R. 1851, the Section 8 
Voucher Act (SERVA) will improve greatly the 
housing voucher system—which is already 
successful and has been described by the Ad-
ministration as one of the federal govern-
ment’s most effective programs. 

Safe and affordable housing is one of my 
priorities and should be a national priority. 
Section 8 vouchers are a great tool for getting 
families into decent homes. Studies have 
shown that Section 8 vouchers reduce home-
lessness, overcrowding, and frequent moves 
from apartment to apartment. Affordable hous-
ing is critical to strong families and commu-
nities, and vouchers have allowed families to 
move to lower-poverty neighborhoods with 
better schools and less exposure to crime. 

H.R. 1851 will only increase the success of 
Section 8 vouchers, which currently provides 
housing assistance to more than 2 million fam-
ilies, by making the program more efficient 
and more effective. From 2004 to 2006, 
voucher funds were allocated using a series of 
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ineffectual formulas that gave some agencies 
less funding than they needed to cover the 
costs of their vouchers—forcing them to cut 
back for needy families—while other agencies 
were given more funds than they could use. 
This resulted in $1.4 billion of unused funds 
and, more importantly, 150,000 more low-in-
come families without vouchers. SERVA would 
base funding on the actual cost of each agen-
cy’s vouchers in the previous year. This will 
allow housing agencies, apartment owners, 
and families with vouchers to be confident that 
the program will be funded on a regular basis. 
Moreover, SERVA will establish incentives en-
couraging agencies to serve as many families 
as their funding permits, rather than accumu-
lating large balances of unspent funds. 

In addition to establishing such a stable, ef-
ficient and equitable voucher funding policy, 
SERVA will additionally remove barriers to 
voucher ‘‘portability’’, as well as streamline the 
rules for determining tenants’ rent payment. It 
will authorize 100,000 new vouchers over five 
years’ time, and include provisions to encour-
age economic self-sufficiency. It will also allow 
families to use housing vouchers as a down 
payment on a first-time home purchase, gives 
a limited number of Public Housing Agencies 
some flexibility to experiment with develop-
ment and rent policies, and makes it easier for 
housing agencies to attach vouchers to hous-
ing units. These reforms will provide vital rent-
al assistance for seniors and the disabled as 
well as low-income families, as well as provide 
a welcome opportunity for low-income families 
to achieve the American Dream of home own-
ership. 

By reforming an already highly successful 
program, we can improve the quality of life for 
many American families, elderly, and disabled 
citizen all over the country by offering them 
more and better choices of communities to live 
in. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Madam Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 1851, the Section 8 
Voucher Reform Act of 2007. 

I want to take this opportunity to commend 
my good friend Congresswoman MAXINE WA-
TERS, chairwoman of the Housing Sub-
committee, for introducing this bill, navigating 
it through the House Committee on Financial 
Services and bringing this important and nec-
essary piece of legislation to the floor today 
for consideration by the full House of Rep-
resentatives. 

I have the utmost respect for Chairwoman 
WATERS—for all that she has done and is 
doing to improve the housing conditions for 
Americans, especially the moderate- to low-in-
come, minorities, the disabled and the elderly. 
She has helped me considerably in my efforts 
to improve housing conditions in rural Amer-
ica. 

Mr. Chairman, while some form of Section 8 
rental assistance has been in place since the 
mid-1970s, the modern program was shaped 
largely by the 1998 public housing reform act. 
Nearly 10 years later, the Section 8 Housing 
Choice Voucher program came under new 
scrutiny, with Public Housing Authority industry 
leaders, low-income housing advocates, and 
some Members of Congress calling for re-
forms. 

Chairwoman WATERS heeded that call and 
has brought to the floor today a bill that will 
help not only the poorest of the poor with 
housing vouchers but also provide the public 
housing authorities in my district and across 

the nation with the tools they need to better 
serve our constituents. The bill includes signifi-
cant improvements to the voucher program, 
which provides rental assistance to about 1.8 
million families, the majority of whom are ex-
tremely poor. 

Applaud the provision in the bill that permits 
public housing authorities to let families use 
housing vouchers as a down payment on a 
first-time home purchase, and the section au-
thorizing 20,000 sorely needed incremental 
vouchers in each of the next 5 years, for a 
total of 100,000 new vouchers. 

For these reasons and more, I encourage 
my colleagues to vote in favor of H.R. 1851, 
the ‘‘Section 8 Voucher Reform Act of 2007.’’ 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Chairman, I regret 
that I will be unable to vote ‘‘yes’’ tonight for 
passage of H.R. 1851. I was scheduled to be 
in Detroit in order to receive the NAACP’s 
most prestigious award, the ‘‘Spingarn award.’’ 
I applaud the vision, courage and compassion 
of Representative MAXINE WATERS for intro-
ducing the ‘‘Section 8 Voucher Reform Act of 
2007, H.R. 1851.’’ I strongly support the legis-
lation, because it expands Section 8 vouchers 
for working families in America who are in 
desperate need of affordable housing by cre-
ating 20,000 incremental Section 8 vouchers 
in each of the next 5 years for a total of 
100,000 new vouchers. 

In a nation where affordable housing is 
scarce, and family homeless shelters continue 
to be built across the nation, passage of H.R. 
1851 is a vitally important step in having the 
Federal Government take the lead in expand-
ing affordable housing for deserving families 
and children in America. There are approxi-
mately 16,000 individuals and families who are 
currently on the Detroit Public Housing Waiting 
List. H.R. 1851 will help reduce the affordable 
housing crisis in Detroit, by increasing the 
availability of housing units through the expan-
sion of Section 8 housing. It clearly does not 
make sense, nor is it fair, to have apartments 
available for rent in Detroit, but not enough 
citizens to move into them, only because there 
have not been a sufficient supply of Section 8 
vouchers in the past. 

H.R. 1851 also changes rent calculation, re-
certification, and inspection rules for the 
voucher, public housing, and project based 
Section 8 programs, to reduce costs and com-
pliance burdens for public housing agencies, 
landlords, and families. These changes are 
made while maintaining rules that target 
scarce resources to those families most in 
need and while maintaining rent calculation 
rules that ensure rents are affordable. This will 
mean that Section 8 apartments will now be-
come more affordable due to changes in rent 
calculation formulas mandated in H.R. 1851. 

H.R. 1851 also permits public housing agen-
cies across this country to allow families in 
need of affordable housing to use a Section 8 
housing voucher as a down payment on a first 
time home purchase. Passage of this legisla-
tion means scores of working families in De-
troit, many who have saved and sacrificed the 
entire lives to buy a home, will be now able to 
do so. 

The ‘‘Section 8 Voucher Reform Act of 
2007, H.R. 1851.’’ Is a critically important 
piece of legislation because it reforms HUD 
Section 8 guidelines to ensure that the ap-
proximately $1.4 billion in unused Section 8 
funds will now be spent. This legislation man-
dates reforms in the Section 8 program that 

will eliminate inefficiencies, streamline paper 
work, and provide more incentives for public 
housing agencies to assist more families who 
qualify for Section 8 housing. 

Having an additional $1.4 billion dollars to 
be used for Section 8 housing vouchers 
means that there will be a substantial increase 
in families in Detroit who will live in safe and 
decent affordable housing. There are too 
many working families in Detroit, and across 
this nation, who are living in homeless shel-
ters, expensive inner city hotels, and staying 
with friends and relatives until they can locate 
housing. This is a moral outrage. All Ameri-
cans deserve safe, decent, and affordable per-
manent housing. 

Under the leadership of Representative 
MAXINE WATERS, passage of H.R. 1851 shows 
how we as Democrats have always had a his-
torical commitment to expanding affordable 
housing to working families, and will continue 
to do so. 

If we are to be a truly compassionate and 
moral nation, all individuals and families, re-
gardless of income, race, or employment sta-
tus must have as a fundamental human and 
civil right safe, decent, and affordable housing. 
Passage of H.R. 1851 is a critically important 
piece of legislation that will move America 
closer to this goal. Now, 100,000 additional 
Americans will have the opportunity to either 
become home owners, or move into an apart-
ment, something that we can all agree on 
should be one of the highest priorities of this 
Nation. 

Ms. WATERS. Madam Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Ms. BALD-
WIN). All time for general debate has 
expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute printed in 
the bill shall be considered as an origi-
nal bill for the purpose of amendment 
under the 5-minute rule and shall be 
considered read. 

The text of the committee amend-
ment is as follows: 

H.R. 1851 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Section 8 
Voucher Reform Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. INSPECTION OF DWELLING UNITS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8(o)(8) of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(8)) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (A) and inserting 
the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(A) INITIAL INSPECTION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For each dwelling unit for 

which a housing assistance payment contract is 
established under this subsection, the public 
housing agency (or other entity pursuant to 
paragraph (11)) shall inspect the unit before 
any assistance payment is made to determine 
whether the dwelling unit meets the housing 
quality standards under subparagraph (B), ex-
cept as provided in clause (ii) or (iii) of this sub-
paragraph. 

‘‘(ii) CORRECTION OF NON-LIFE THREATENING 
CONDITIONS.—In the case of any dwelling unit 
that is determined, pursuant to an inspection 
under clause (i), not to meet the housing quality 
standards under subparagraph (B), assistance 
payments may be made for the unit notwith-
standing subparagraph (C) if failure to meet 
such standards is a result only of non-life 
threatening conditions. A public housing agency 
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making assistance payments pursuant to this 
clause for a dwelling unit shall, 30 days after 
the beginning of the period for which such pay-
ments are made, suspend any assistance pay-
ments for the unit if any deficiency resulting in 
noncompliance with the housing quality stand-
ards has not been corrected by such time, and 
may not resume such payments until each such 
deficiency has been corrected. 

‘‘(iii) PROJECTS RECEIVING CERTAIN FEDERAL 
HOUSING SUBSIDIES.—In the case of any property 
that within the previous 12 months has been de-
termined to meet housing quality and safety 
standards under any Federal housing program 
inspection standard, including the program 
under section 42 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 or under subtitle A of title II of the 
Cranston Gonzalez National Affordable Housing 
Act of 1990, a public housing agency may au-
thorize occupancy before the inspection under 
clause (i) has been completed, and may make as-
sistance payments retroactive to the beginning 
of the lease term after the unit has been deter-
mined pursuant to an inspection under clause 
(i) to meet the housing quality standards under 
subparagraph (B).’’; 

(2) by striking subparagraph (D) and inserting 
the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) BIENNIAL INSPECTIONS.— 
‘‘(i) REQUIREMENT.—Each public housing 

agency providing assistance under this sub-
section (or other entity, as provided in para-
graph (11)) shall, for each assisted dwelling 
unit, make biennial inspections during the term 
of the housing assistance payments contract for 
the unit to determine whether the unit is main-
tained in accordance with the requirements 
under subparagraph (A). The agency (or other 
entity) shall retain the records of the inspection 
for a reasonable time and shall make the records 
available upon request to the Secretary, the In-
spector General for the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, and any auditor con-
ducting an audit under section 5(h). 

‘‘(ii) SUFFICIENT INSPECTION.—An inspection 
of a property shall be sufficient to comply with 
the inspection requirement under clause (i) if— 

‘‘(I) the inspection was conducted pursuant to 
requirements under a Federal, State, or local 
housing assistance program (including the 
HOME investment partnerships program under 
title II of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Af-
fordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 12721 et seq.)); 
and 

‘‘(II) pursuant to such inspection, the prop-
erty was determined to meet the standards or re-
quirements regarding housing quality or safety 
applicable to units assisted under such program, 
and, if a non-Federal standard was used, the 
public housing agency has certified to the Sec-
retary that such standards or requirements pro-
vide the same protection to occupants of dwell-
ing units meeting such standards or require-
ments as, or greater protection than, the hous-
ing quality standards under subparagraph 
(B).’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(F) ENFORCEMENT OF HOUSING QUALITY 
STANDARDS.— 

‘‘(i) DETERMINATION OF NONCOMPLIANCE.—A 
dwelling unit that is covered by a housing as-
sistance payments contract under this sub-
section shall be considered, for purposes of this 
subparagraph, to be in noncompliance with the 
housing quality standards under subparagraph 
(B) if— 

‘‘(I) the public housing agency or an inspector 
authorized by the State or unit of local govern-
ment determines upon inspection of the unit 
that the unit fails to comply with such stand-
ards; 

‘‘(II) the agency or inspector notifies the 
owner of the unit in writing of such failure to 
comply; and 

‘‘(III) the failure to comply is not corrected 
within 90 days after receipt of such notice. 

‘‘(ii) WITHHOLDING AND RELEASE OF ASSIST-
ANCE AMOUNTS.—The public housing agency 

shall withhold all of the assistance amounts 
under this subsection with respect to a dwelling 
unit that is in noncompliance with housing 
quality standards under subparagraph (B). Sub-
ject to clause (iii), the agency shall promptly re-
lease any withheld amounts to the owner of the 
dwelling unit upon completion of repairs that 
remedy such noncompliance. 

‘‘(iii) USE OF WITHHELD ASSISTANCE TO PAY 
FOR REPAIRS.—The public housing agency may 
use such amounts withheld to make repairs to 
the dwelling unit or to contract to have repairs 
made (or to contract with an inspector referred 
to in clause (i)(I) to make or contract for such 
repairs), and shall subtract the cost of such re-
pairs from any amounts released to the owner of 
the unit upon remedying such noncompliance. 

‘‘(iv) PROTECTION OF TENANTS.—An owner of 
a dwelling unit may not terminate the tenancy 
of any tenant or refuse to renew a lease for such 
unit because of the withholding of assistance 
pursuant to this subparagraph. 

‘‘(v) TERMINATION OF LEASE OR ASSISTANCE 
PAYMENTS CONTRACT.—If assistance amounts 
under this section for a dwelling unit are with-
held pursuant to clause (ii) and the owner does 
not correct the noncompliance before the expira-
tion of the lease for the dwelling unit and such 
lease is not renewed, the Secretary shall recap-
ture any such amounts from the public housing 
agency. 

‘‘(vi) APPLICABILITY.—This subparagraph 
shall apply to any dwelling unit for which a 
housing assistance payments contract is entered 
into or renewed after the date of the effective-
ness of the regulations implementing this sub-
paragraph.’’. 

(b) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development shall issue any regula-
tions necessary to carry out the amendment 
made by subsection (a)(3) not later than the ex-
piration of the 12-month period beginning upon 
the date of the enactment of this Act. Such reg-
ulations shall take effect not later than the ex-
piration of the 90-day period beginning upon 
such issuance. This subsection shall take effect 
upon enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 3. RENT REFORM AND INCOME REVIEWS. 

(a) RENT FOR PUBLIC HOUSING AND SECTION 8 
PROGRAMS.—Section 3 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437a(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1) by inserting ‘‘LOW-IN-

COME OCCUPANCY REQUIREMENT AND RENTAL 
PAYMENTS.—’’ after ‘‘(1)’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

‘‘(6) REVIEWS OF FAMILY INCOME.— 
‘‘(A) FREQUENCY.—Reviews of family income 

for purposes of this section shall be made— 
‘‘(i) in the case of all families, upon the initial 

provision of housing assistance for the family; 
‘‘(ii) annually thereafter, except as provided 

in subparagraph (B)(i); 
‘‘(iii) upon the request of the family, at any 

time the income or deductions (under subsection 
(b)(5)) of the family change by an amount that 
is estimated to result in a decrease of $1,500 (or 
such lower amount as the public housing agency 
may, at the option of the agency or owner, es-
tablish) or more in annual adjusted income; and 

‘‘(iv) at any time the income or deductions 
(under subsection (b)(5)) of the family change 
by an amount that is estimated to result in an 
increase of $1,500 or more in annual adjusted in-
come, except that any increase in the earned in-
come of a family shall not be considered for pur-
poses of this clause (except that earned income 
may be considered if the increase corresponds to 
previous decreases under clause (iii)), except 
that a public housing agency or owner may elect 
not to conduct such review in the last three 
months of a certification period. 

‘‘(B) FIXED-INCOME FAMILIES.— 
‘‘(i) SELF CERTIFICATION AND 3-YEAR REVIEW.— 

In the case of any family described in clause 

(ii), after the initial review of the family’s in-
come pursuant to subparagraph (A)(i), the pub-
lic housing agency or owner shall not be re-
quired to conduct a review of the family’s in-
come pursuant to subparagraph (A)(ii) for any 
year for which such family certifies, in accord-
ance with such requirements as the Secretary 
shall establish, that the income of the family 
meets the requirements of clause (ii) of this sub-
paragraph, except that the public housing agen-
cy or owner shall conduct a review of each such 
family’s income not less than once every 3 years. 

‘‘(ii) ELIGIBLE FAMILIES.—A family described 
in this clause is a family who has an income, as 
of the most recent review pursuant to subpara-
graph (A) or clause (i) of this subparagraph, of 
which 90 percent or more consists of fixed in-
come, as such term is defined in clause (iii). 

‘‘(iii) FIXED INCOME.—For purposes of this 
subparagraph, the term ‘fixed income’ includes 
income from— 

‘‘(I) the supplemental security income pro-
gram under title XVI of the Social Security Act, 
including supplementary payments pursuant to 
an agreement for Federal administration under 
section 1616(a) of the Social Security Act and 
payments pursuant to an agreement entered 
into under section 212(b) of Public Law 93–66; 

‘‘(II) Social Security payments; 
‘‘(III) Federal, State, local and private pen-

sion plans; and 
‘‘(IV) other periodic payments received from 

annuities, insurance policies, retirement funds, 
disability or death benefits, and other similar 
types of periodic receipts. 

‘‘(C) IN GENERAL.—Reviews of family income 
for purposes of this section shall be subject to 
the provisions of section 904 of the Stewart B. 
McKinney Homeless Assistance Amendments Act 
of 1988. 

‘‘(7) CALCULATION OF INCOME.— 
‘‘(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR’S INCOME.—Except as 

otherwise provided in this paragraph, in deter-
mining the income of a family for a year, a pub-
lic housing agency or owner may use the income 
of the family as determined by the agency or 
owner for the preceding year, taking into con-
sideration any redetermination of income during 
such prior year pursuant to clause (iii) or (iv) of 
paragraph (6)(A). 

‘‘(B) EARNED INCOME.—For purposes of this 
section, the earned income of a family for a year 
shall be the amount of earned income by the 
family in the prior year minus an amount equal 
to 10 percent of the lesser of such prior year’s 
earned income or $10,000, except that the income 
of a family for purposes of section 16 (relating to 
eligibility for assisted housing and income mix) 
shall be determined without regard to any re-
duction under this subparagraph. 

‘‘(C) INFLATIONARY ADJUSTMENT FOR FIXED IN-
COME FAMILIES.—If, for any year, a public 
housing agency or owner determines the income 
for any family described in paragraph (6)(B)(ii), 
or the amount of fixed income of any other fam-
ily, based on the prior year’s income or fixed in-
come, respectively, pursuant to subparagraph 
(A), such prior year’s income or fixed income, 
respectively, shall be adjusted by applying an 
inflationary factor as the Secretary shall, by 
regulation, establish. 

‘‘(D) OTHER INCOME.—If, for any year, a pub-
lic housing agency or owner determines the in-
come for any family based on the prior year’s 
income, with respect to prior year calculations 
of types of income not subject to subparagraph 
(B), a public housing agency or owner may 
make other adjustments as it considers appro-
priate to reflect current income. 

‘‘(E) SAFE HARBOR.—A public housing agency 
or owner may, to the extent such information is 
available to the public housing agency or 
owner, determine the family’s income for pur-
poses of this section based on timely income de-
terminations made for purposes of other means- 
tested Federal public assistance programs (in-
cluding the program for block grants to States 
for temporary assistance for needy families 
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under part A of title IV of the Social Security 
Act, a program for medicaid assistance under a 
State plan approved under title XIX of the So-
cial Security Act, and the food stamp program 
as defined in section 3(h) of the Food Stamp Act 
of 1977). The Secretary shall, in consultation 
with other appropriate Federal agencies, de-
velop procedures to enable public housing agen-
cies and owners to have access to such income 
determinations made by other Federal programs. 

‘‘(F) PHA AND OWNER COMPLIANCE.—A public 
housing agency or owner may not be considered 
to fail to comply with this paragraph or para-
graph (6) due solely to any de minimus errors 
made by the agency or owner in calculating 
family incomes.’’; 

(2) by striking subsections (d) and (e); and 
(3) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub-

section (d). 
(b) INCOME.—Section 3(b) of the United States 

Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437a(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) INCOME.—The term ‘income’ means, with 
respect to a family, income received from all 
sources by each member of the household who is 
18 years of age or older or is the head of house-
hold or spouse of the head of the household, 
plus unearned income by or on behalf of each 
dependent who is less than 18 years of age, as 
determined in accordance with criteria pre-
scribed by the Secretary, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Agriculture, subject to the fol-
lowing requirements: 

‘‘(A) INCLUDED AMOUNTS.—Such term includes 
recurring gifts and receipts, actual income from 
assets, and profit or loss from a business. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUDED AMOUNTS.—Such term does 
not include— 

‘‘(i) any imputed return on assets; and 
‘‘(ii) any amounts that would be eligible for 

exclusion under section 1613(a)(7) of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1382b(a)(7)). 

‘‘(C) EARNED INCOME OF STUDENTS.—Such 
term does not include earned income of any de-
pendent earned during any period that such de-
pendent is attending school on a full-time basis 
or any grant-in-aid or scholarship amounts re-
lated to such attendance used for the cost of tui-
tion or books. 

‘‘(D) EDUCATIONAL SAVINGS ACCOUNTS.—In-
come shall be determined without regard to any 
amounts in or from, or any benefits from, any 
Coverdell education savings account under sec-
tion 530 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 or 
any qualified tuition program under section 529 
of such Code. 

‘‘(E) OTHER EXCLUSIONS.—Such term shall not 
include other exclusions from income as are es-
tablished by the Secretary or any amount re-
quired by Federal law to be excluded from con-
sideration as income. The Secretary may not re-
quire a public housing agency or owner to main-
tain records of any amounts excluded from in-
come pursuant to this subparagraph.’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (5) and inserting the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) ADJUSTED INCOME.—The term ‘adjusted 
income’ means, with respect to a family, the 
amount (as determined by the public housing 
agency or owner) of the income of the members 
of the family residing in a dwelling unit or the 
persons on a lease, after any deductions from 
income as follows: 

‘‘(A) ELDERLY AND DISABLED FAMILIES.—$725 
in the case of any family that is an elderly fam-
ily or a disabled family. 

‘‘(B) DEPENDENTS.—In the case of any family 
that includes a member or members who— 

‘‘(i) are less than 18 years of age or attending 
school or vocational training on a full-time 
basis; or 

‘‘(ii) is a person with disabilities who is 18 
years of age or older and resides in the house-
hold, 

$500 for each such member. 

‘‘(C) HEALTH AND MEDICAL EXPENSES.—The 
amount, if any, by which 10 percent of annual 
family income is exceeded by the sum of— 

‘‘(i) in the case of any elderly or disabled fam-
ily, any unreimbursed health and medical care 
expenses; and 

‘‘(ii) any unreimbursed reasonable attendant 
care and auxiliary apparatus expenses for each 
handicapped member of the family, to the extent 
necessary to enable any member of such family 
to be employed. 

‘‘(D) PERMISSIVE DEDUCTIONS.—Such addi-
tional deductions as a public housing agency 
may, at its discretion, establish, except that the 
Secretary shall establish procedures to ensure 
that such deductions do not increase Federal ex-
penditures. 

The Secretary shall annually adjust the 
amounts of the exclusions under subparagraphs 
(A) and (B), as such amounts may have been 
previously adjusted, by applying an infla-
tionary factor as the Secretary shall, by regula-
tion, establish. If the dollar amount of any such 
exclusion determined for any year by applying 
such inflationary factor is not a multiple of $25, 
the Secretary shall round such amount to the 
next lowest multiple of $25.’’. 

(c) HOUSING CHOICE VOUCHER PROGRAM.— 
Paragraph (5) of section 8(o) of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(5)) 
is amended— 

(1) in the paragraph heading, by striking 
‘‘ANNUAL REVIEW’’ and inserting ‘‘REVIEWS’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (A)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘the provisions of’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘paragraphs (6) and (7) of section 3(a) and 
to’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘and shall be conducted upon 
the initial provision of housing assistance for 
the family and thereafter not less than annu-
ally’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (B), by striking the sec-
ond sentence. 

(d) ENHANCED VOUCHER PROGRAM.—Section 
8(t)(1)(D) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(t)(1)(D)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘income’’ each place such term appears 
and inserting ‘‘annual adjusted income’’. 

(e) PROJECT-BASED HOUSING.—Paragraph (3) 
of section 8(c) of the United States Housing Act 
of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(c)(3)) is amended by 
striking the last sentence. 

(f) IMPACT ON PUBLIC HOUSING REVENUES.— 
(1) INTERACTION WITH ASSET MANAGEMENT 

RULE.—If the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development determines that the application of 
the amendments made by this section results in 
a reduction in the rental income of a public 
housing agency that is not de minimus during 
the period that the operating formula income is 
frozen at a level that does not fully reflect the 
changes made by such amendments, the Sec-
retary shall make appropriate adjustments in 
the formula income of the agency. 

(2) HUD REPORTS ON PUBLIC HOUSING REVENUE 
IMPACT.—For each of fiscal years 2008 and 2009, 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment shall submit a report to Congress identi-
fying and calculating the impact of changes 
made by the amendments made by this section 
on the revenues and costs of operating public 
housing units. 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATE AND TRANSITION.—The 
amendments made by this section shall apply 
with respect to fiscal year 2008 and fiscal years 
thereafter. 
SEC. 4. ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSISTANCE BASED ON 

ASSETS AND INCOME. 
(a) ASSETS.—Section 16 of the United States 

Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437n) is amend-
ed by inserting after subsection (d) the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(e) ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSISTANCE BASED ON 
ASSETS.— 

‘‘(1) LIMITATION ON ASSETS.—Subject to para-
graph (3) and notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, a dwelling unit assisted under 

this Act may not be rented and assistance under 
this Act may not be provided, either initially or 
at each recertification of family income, to any 
family— 

‘‘(A) whose net family assets exceed $100,000, 
as such amount is adjusted annually by apply-
ing an inflationary factor as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate; or 

‘‘(B) who has a present ownership interest in, 
and a legal right to reside in, real property that 
is suitable for occupancy as a residence, except 
that the prohibition under this subparagraph 
shall not apply to— 

‘‘(i) any property for which the family is re-
ceiving assistance under this Act; 

‘‘(ii) any person that is a victim of domestic 
violence; or 

‘‘(iii) any family that is making a good faith 
effort to sell such property. 

‘‘(2) NET FAMILY ASSETS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-

section, the term ‘net family assets’ means, for 
all members of the household, the net cash value 
of all assets after deducting reasonable costs 
that would be incurred in disposing of real 
property, savings, stocks, bonds, and other 
forms of capital investment. Such term does not 
include interests in Indian trust land, equity ac-
counts in homeownership programs of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development, 
or Family Self Sufficiency accounts. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—Such term does not in-
clude— 

‘‘(i) the value of personal property, except for 
items of personal property of significant value, 
as the public housing agency may determine; 

‘‘(ii) the value of any retirement account; 
‘‘(iii) any amounts recovered in any civil ac-

tion or settlement based on a claim of mal-
practice, negligence, or other breach of duty 
owed to a member of the family and arising out 
of law, that resulted in a member of the family 
being disabled (under the meaning given such 
term in section 1614 of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1382c)); and 

‘‘(iv) the value of any Coverdell education 
savings account under section 530 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 or any qualified tui-
tion program under section 529 of such Code. 

‘‘(C) TRUST FUNDS.—In cases where a trust 
fund has been established and the trust is not 
revocable by, or under the control of, any mem-
ber of the family or household, the value of the 
trust fund shall not be considered an asset of a 
family if the fund continues to be held in trust. 
Any income distributed from the trust fund shall 
be considered income for purposes of section 3(b) 
and any calculations of annual family income, 
except in the case of medical expenses for a 
minor. 

‘‘(D) SELF-CERTIFICATION.—A public housing 
agency or owner may determine the net assets of 
a family, for purposes of this section, based on 
the amounts reported by the family at the time 
the agency or owner reviews the family’s in-
come. 

‘‘(3) COMPLIANCE FOR PUBLIC HOUSING DWELL-
ING UNITS.—When recertifying family income 
with respect to families residing in public hous-
ing dwelling units, a public housing agency 
may, in the discretion of the agency and only 
pursuant to a policy that is set forth in the pub-
lic housing agency plan under section 5A for the 
agency, choose not to enforce the limitation 
under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(4) AUTHORITY TO DELAY EVICTIONS.—In the 
case of a family residing in a dwelling unit as-
sisted under this Act who does not comply with 
the limitation under paragraph (1), the public 
housing agency or project owner may delay 
eviction or termination of the family based on 
such noncompliance for a period of not more 
than 6 months.’’. 

(b) INCOME.—The United States Housing Act 
of 1937 is amended— 

(1) in section 3(a)(1) (42 U.S.C. 1437a(a)(1)), by 
striking the first sentence and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘Dwelling units assisted under this Act 
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may be rented, and assistance under this Act 
may be provided, whether initially or at time of 
recertification, only to families who are low-in-
come families at the time such initial or contin-
ued assistance, respectively, is provided, except 
that families residing in dwelling units as of the 
date of the enactment of the Section 8 Voucher 
Reform Act of 2007 that, under agreements in ef-
fect on such date of enactment, may have in-
comes up to 95 percent of local area median in-
come shall continue to be eligible for assistance 
at recertification as long as they continue to 
comply with such income restrictions. When re-
certifying family income with respect to families 
residing in public housing dwelling units, a pub-
lic housing agency may, in the discretion of the 
agency and only pursuant to a policy that is set 
forth in the public housing agency plan under 
section 5A for the agency, choose not to enforce 
the prohibition under the preceding sentence. 
When recertifying family income with respect to 
families residing in dwelling units for which 
project-based assistance is provided, a project 
owner may, in the owner’s discretion and only 
pursuant to a policy adopted by such owner, 
choose not to enforce such prohibition. In the 
case of a family residing in a dwelling unit as-
sisted under this Act who does not comply with 
the prohibition under the first sentence of this 
paragraph, the public housing agency or project 
owner may delay eviction or termination of the 
family based on such noncompliance for a pe-
riod of not more than 6 months.’’; 

(2) in section 8(o)(4) (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(4)), by 
striking the matter preceding subparagraph (A) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE FAMILIES.—Assistance under 
this subsection may be provided, whether ini-
tially or at each recertification, only pursuant 
to subsection (t) to a family eligible for assist-
ance under such subsection or to a family who 
at the time of such initial or continued assist-
ance, respectively, is a low-income family that 
is—’’; and 

(3) in section 8(c)(4) (42 U.S.C. 1437f(c)(4)), by 
striking ‘‘at the time it initially occupied such 
dwelling unit’’ and inserting ‘‘according to the 
restrictions under section 3(a)(1)’’. 
SEC. 5. TARGETING ASSISTANCE TO LOW-INCOME 

WORKING FAMILIES. 
(a) VOUCHERS.—Section 16(b)(1) of the United 

States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437n(b)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting after ‘‘do not exceed’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘the higher of (A) the poverty line (as 
such term is defined in section 673 of the Omni-
bus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (42 U.S.C. 
9902), including any revision required by such 
section) applicable to a family of the size in-
volved, or (B)’’; and 

(2) by inserting before the period at the end 
the following: ‘‘; and except that clause (A) of 
this sentence shall not apply in the case of fami-
lies residing in Puerto Rico or any other terri-
tory or possession of the United States’’. 

(b) PUBLIC HOUSING.—Section 16(a)(2)(A) of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437n(a)(2)(A)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting after ‘‘do not exceed’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘the higher of (i) the poverty line (as 
such term is defined in section 673 of the Omni-
bus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (42 U.S.C. 
9902), including any revision required by such 
section) applicable to a family of the size in-
volved, or (ii)’’; and 

(2) by inserting before the period at the end 
the following: ‘‘; and except that clause (i) of 
this sentence shall not apply in the case of fami-
lies residing in Puerto Rico or any other terri-
tory or possession of the United States’’. 

(c) PROJECT-BASED SECTION 8 ASSISTANCE.— 
Section 16(c)(3) of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437n(c)(3)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting after ‘‘do not exceed’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘the higher of (A) the poverty line (as 
such term is defined in section 673 of the Omni-
bus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (42 U.S.C. 
9902), including any revision required by such 

section) applicable to a family of the size in-
volved, or (B)’’; and 

(2) by inserting before the period at the end 
the following: ‘‘; and except that clause (A) of 
this sentence shall not apply in the case of fami-
lies residing in Puerto Rico or any other terri-
tory or possession of the United States’’. 
SEC. 6. VOUCHER RENEWAL FUNDING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f) is 
amended by striking subsection (dd) and insert-
ing the following new subsection: 

‘‘(dd) TENANT-BASED VOUCHERS.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There are authorized to be appropriated, for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2012, such 
sums as may be necessary for tenant-based as-
sistance under subsection (o) for the following 
purposes: 

‘‘(A) To renew all expiring annual contribu-
tions contracts for tenant-based rental assist-
ance. 

‘‘(B) To provide tenant-based rental assist-
ance for— 

‘‘(i) relocation and replacement of housing 
units that are demolished or disposed of pursu-
ant to the Omnibus Consolidated Rescissions 
and Appropriations Act of 1996 (Public Law 104– 
134); 

‘‘(ii) conversion of section 23 projects to assist-
ance under this section; 

‘‘(iii) the family unification program under 
subsection (x) of this section; 

‘‘(iv) relocation of witnesses in connection 
with efforts to combat crime in public and as-
sisted housing pursuant to a request from a law 
enforcement or prosecution agency; 

‘‘(v) enhanced vouchers authorized under 
subsection (t) of this section; 

‘‘(vi) vouchers in connection with the HOPE 
VI program under section 24; 

‘‘(vii) demolition or disposition of public hous-
ing units pursuant to section 18 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437p); 

‘‘(viii) mandatory and voluntary conversions 
of public housing to vouchers, pursuant to sec-
tions 33 and 22 of the United States Housing Act 
of 1937, respectively (42 U.S.C. 1437z–5, 1437t); 

‘‘(ix) vouchers necessary to comply with a 
consent decree or court order; 

‘‘(x) vouchers to replace dwelling units that 
cease to receive project-based assistance under 
subsection (b), (c), (d), (e), or (v) of this section; 

‘‘(xi) tenant protection assistance, including 
replacement and relocation assistance; and 

‘‘(xii) emergency voucher assistance for the 
protection of victims of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

Subject only to the availability of sufficient 
amounts provided in appropriation Acts, the 
Secretary shall provide tenant-based rental as-
sistance to replace all dwelling units that cease 
to be available as assisted housing as a result of 
clause (i), (ii), (v), (vi), (vii), (viii), or (x). 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION OF RENEWAL FUNDING AMONG 
PUBLIC HOUSING AGENCIES.— 

‘‘(A) From amounts appropriated for each 
year pursuant to paragraph (1)(A), the Sec-
retary shall provide renewal funding for each 
public housing agency— 

‘‘(i) based on leasing and cost data from the 
preceding calendar year, as adjusted by an an-
nual adjustment factor to be established by the 
Secretary, which shall be established using the 
smallest geographical areas for which data on 
changes in rental costs are annually available; 

‘‘(ii) by making any adjustments necessary to 
provide for the first-time renewal of vouchers 
funded under paragraph (1)(B); 

‘‘(iii) by making any adjustments necessary 
for full year funding of vouchers ported in the 
prior calendar year under subsection (r)(2); and 

‘‘(iv) by making such other adjustments as the 
Secretary considers appropriate, including ad-
justments necessary to address changes in 
voucher utilization rates and voucher costs re-
lated to natural and other major disasters. 

‘‘(B) LEASING AND COST DATA.—For purposes 
of subparagraph (A)(i), leasing and cost data 
shall be calculated annually by using the aver-
age for the preceding calendar year. Such leas-
ing and cost data shall be adjusted to include 
vouchers that were set aside under a commit-
ment to provide project-based assistance under 
subsection (o)(13) and to exclude amounts fund-
ed through advances under paragraph (3). Such 
leasing and cost data shall not include funds 
not appropriated for tenant-based assistance 
under section 8(o), unless the agency’s funding 
was prorated in the prior year and the agency 
used other funds to maintain vouchers in use. 

‘‘(C) OVERLEASING.—For the purpose of deter-
mining allocations under subsection (A)(i), the 
leasing rate calculated for the prior calendar 
year may exceed an agency’s authorized vouch-
er level, except that such calculation in 2009 
shall not include amounts resulting from a leas-
ing rate in excess of 103 percent of an agency’s 
authorized vouchers in 2008 which results from 
the use of accumulated amounts, as referred to 
in paragraph (4)(A). 

‘‘(D) MOVING TO WORK; HOUSING INNOVATION 
PROGRAM.—Notwithstanding subparagraphs (A) 
and (B), each public housing agency partici-
pating at any time in the moving to work dem-
onstration under section 204 of the Departments 
of Veterans Affairs and Housing and Urban De-
velopment, and Independent Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 1996 (42 U.S.C. 1437f note) or in 
the housing innovation program under section 
36 of this Act shall be funded pursuant to its 
agreement under such program and shall be sub-
ject to any pro rata adjustment made under sub-
paragraph (E)(i). 

‘‘(E) PRO RATA ALLOCATION.— 
‘‘(i) INSUFFICIENT FUNDS.—To the extent that 

amounts made available for a fiscal year are not 
sufficient to provide each public housing agency 
with the full allocation for the agency deter-
mined pursuant to subparagraphs (A) and (D), 
the Secretary shall reduce such allocation for 
each agency on a pro rata basis, except that re-
newal funding of enhanced vouchers under sec-
tion 8(t) shall not be subject to such proration. 

‘‘(ii) EXCESS FUNDS.—To the extent that 
amounts made available for a fiscal year exceed 
the amount necessary to provide each housing 
agency with the full allocation for the agency 
determined pursuant to subparagraphs (A) and 
(D), such excess amounts shall be used for the 
purposes specified in subparagraphs (B) and (C) 
of paragraph (4). 

‘‘(F) PROMPT FUNDING ALLOCATION.—The Sec-
retary shall allocate all funds under this sub-
section for each year before the latter of (i) Feb-
ruary 15, or (ii) the expiration of the 45-day pe-
riod beginning upon the enactment of the ap-
propriations Act funding such renewals. 

‘‘(3) ADVANCES.— 
‘‘(A) AUTHORITY.—During the last 3 months of 

each calendar year, the Secretary shall provide 
amounts to any public housing agency, at the 
request of the agency, in an amount up to two 
percent of the allocation for the agency for such 
calendar year, subject to subparagraph (C). 

‘‘(B) USE.—Amounts advanced under sub-
paragraph (A) may be used to pay for addi-
tional voucher costs, including costs related to 
temporary overleasing. 

‘‘(C) USE OF PRIOR YEAR AMOUNTS.—During 
the last 3 months of a calendar year, if amounts 
previously provided to a public housing agency 
for tenant-based assistance for such year or for 
previous years remain unobligated and available 
to the agency— 

‘‘(i) the agency shall exhaust such amounts to 
cover any additional voucher costs under sub-
paragraph (B) before amounts advanced under 
subparagraph (A) may be so used; and 

‘‘(ii) the amount that may be advanced under 
subparagraph (A) to the agency shall be re-
duced by an amount equal to the total of such 
previously provided and unobligated amounts. 

‘‘(D) REPAYMENT.—Amounts advanced under 
subparagraph (A) in a calendar year shall be re-
paid to the Secretary in the subsequent calendar 
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year by reducing the amounts made available 
for such agency for such subsequent calendar 
year pursuant to allocation under paragraph (2) 
by an amount equal to the amount so advanced 
to the agency. 

‘‘(4) RECAPTURE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall recap-

ture, from amounts provided under the annual 
contributions contract for a public housing 
agency for a calendar year, all accumulated 
amounts allocated under paragraph (2) and 
from previous years that are unused by the 
agency at the end of each calendar year ex-
cept— 

‘‘(i) with respect to the recapture under this 
subparagraph at the end of 2007, an amount 
equal to one twelfth the amount allocated to the 
public housing agency for such year pursuant 
to paragraph (2)(A); and 

‘‘(ii) with respect to the recapture under this 
subparagraph at the end of each of 2008, 2009, 
2010, and 2011, an amount equal to 5 percent of 
such amount allocated to the agency for such 
year. Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, each public housing agency may retain all 
amounts not authorized to be recaptured under 
this subparagraph, and may use such amounts 
for all authorized purposes. 

‘‘(B) REALLOCATION.—Not later than May 1 of 
each calendar year, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(i) calculate the aggregate unused amounts 
for the preceding year recaptured pursuant to 
subparagraph (A); 

‘‘(ii) set aside and make available such 
amounts as the Secretary considers appropriate 
to reimburse public housing agencies for in-
creased costs related to portability and family 
self-sufficiency activities during such year; and 

‘‘(iii) reallocate all remaining amounts among 
public housing agencies, with priority given 
based on the extent to which an agency has uti-
lized the amount allocated under paragraph (2) 
for the agency to serve eligible families. 

‘‘(C) USE.—Amounts reallocated to a public 
housing agency pursuant to subparagraph 
(B)(iii) may be used only to increase voucher 
leasing rates as provided under paragraph 
(2)(C).’’. 

(b) ABSORPTION OF VOUCHERS FROM OTHER 
AGENCIES.—Section 8(r)(2) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(r)(2)) is 
amended by adding after the period at the end 
the following: ‘‘The agency shall absorb the 
family into its program for voucher assistance 
under this section and shall have priority to re-
ceive additional funding from the Secretary for 
the housing assistance provided for such family 
from amounts made available pursuant to sub-
section (dd)(4)(B).’’ 

(c) VOUCHERS FOR PERSONS WITH DISABIL-
ITIES.—The Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment shall develop and issue, to public 
housing agencies that received voucher assist-
ance under section 8(o) for non-elderly disabled 
families pursuant to appropriations Acts for fis-
cal years 1997 through 2002, guidance to ensure 
that, to the maximum extent practicable, such 
vouchers continue to be provided upon turnover 
to qualified non-elderly disabled families. 
SEC. 7. ADMINISTRATIVE FEES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8(q) of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(q)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) and inserting the following 
new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(B) CALCULATION.—The fee under this sub-
section shall— 

‘‘(i) be payable to each public housing agency 
for each month for which a dwelling unit is cov-
ered by an assistance contract; 

‘‘(ii) until superseded through subsequent 
rulemaking, be based on the per-unit fee pay-
able to the agency in fiscal year 2003, updated 
for each subsequent year as specified in sub-
section (iv); 

‘‘(iii) include an amount for the cost of 
issuing voucher to new participants; 

‘‘(iv) be updated each year using an index of 
changes in wage data or other objectively meas-
urable data that reflect the costs of admin-
istering the program for such assistance, as de-
termined by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(v) include an amount for the cost of family 
self-sufficiency coordinators, as provided in sec-
tion 23(h)(1). 

‘‘(C) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary shall cause 
to be published in the Federal Register the fee 
rate for each geographic area.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘1999’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2007’’. 

(b) ADMINISTRATIVE FEES FOR FAMILY SELF- 
SUFFICIENCY PROGRAM COSTS.—Subsection (h) 
of section 23 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437u(h)) is amended by striking 
paragraph (1) and inserting the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(1) SECTION 8 FEES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish a fee under section 8(q) for the costs in-
curred in administering the self-sufficiency pro-
gram under this section to assist families receiv-
ing voucher assistance through section 8(o). 

‘‘(B) ELIGIBILITY FOR FEE.—The fee shall pro-
vide funding for family self-sufficiency coordi-
nators as follows: 

‘‘(i) BASE FEE.—A public housing agency serv-
ing 25 or more participants in the family self- 
sufficiency program under this section shall re-
ceive a fee equal to the costs of employing one 
full-time family self-sufficiency coordinator. An 
agency serving fewer than 25 such participants 
shall receive a prorated fee. 

‘‘(ii) ADDITIONAL FEE.—An agency that meets 
minimum performance standards shall receive 
an additional fee sufficient to cover the costs of 
employing a second family self-sufficiency coor-
dinator if the agency has 75 or more partici-
pating families, and a third such coordinator if 
it has 125 or more participating families. 

‘‘(iii) PREVIOUSLY FUNDED AGENCIES.—An 
agency that received funding from the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development for 
more than three such coordinators in any of fis-
cal years 1998 through 2007 shall receive funding 
for the highest number of coordinators funded 
in a single fiscal year during that period, pro-
vided they meet applicable size and performance 
standards. 

‘‘(iv) INITIAL YEAR.—For the first year in 
which a public housing agency exercises its 
right to develop an family self-sufficiency pro-
gram for its residents, it shall be entitled to 
funding to cover the costs of up to one family 
self-sufficiency coordinator, based on the size 
specified in its action plan for such program. 

‘‘(v) STATE AND REGIONAL AGENCIES.—For pur-
poses of calculating the family self-sufficiency 
portion of the administrative fee under this sub-
paragraph, each administratively distinct part 
of a State or regional public housing agency 
shall be treated as a separate agency. 

‘‘(vi) DETERMINATION OF NUMBER OF COORDI-
NATORS.—In determining whether a public hous-
ing agency meets a specific threshold for fund-
ing pursuant to this paragraph, the number of 
participants being served by the agency in its 
family self-sufficiency program shall be consid-
ered to be the average number of families en-
rolled in such agency’s program during the 
course of the most recent fiscal year for which 
the Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment has data. 

‘‘(C) PRORATION.—If insufficient funds are 
available in any fiscal year to fund all of the 
coordinators authorized under this section, the 
first priority shall be given to funding one coor-
dinator at each agency with an existing family 
self-sufficiency program. The remaining funds 
shall be prorated based on the number of re-
maining coordinators to which each agency is 
entitled under this subparagraph. 

‘‘(D) RECAPTURE.—Any fees allocated under 
this subparagraph by the Secretary in a fiscal 
year that have not been spent by the end of the 
subsequent fiscal year shall be recaptured by 

the Secretary and shall be available for pro-
viding additional fees pursuant to subparagraph 
(B)(ii). 

‘‘(E) PERFORMANCE STANDARDS.—Within six 
months after the date of the enactment of this 
paragraph, the Secretary shall publish a pro-
posed rule specifying the performance standards 
applicable to funding under clauses (ii) and (iii) 
of subparagraph (B). Such standards shall in-
clude requirements applicable to the leveraging 
of in-kind services and other resources to sup-
port the goals of the family self-sufficiency pro-
gram. 

‘‘(F) DATA COLLECTION.—Public housing 
agencies receiving funding under this para-
graph shall collect and report to the Secretary, 
in such manner as the Secretary shall require, 
information on the performance of their family 
self-sufficiency programs. 

‘‘(G) EVALUATION.—The Secretary shall con-
duct a formal and scientific evaluation of the ef-
fectiveness of well-run family self-sufficiency 
programs, using random assignment of partici-
pants to the extent practicable. Not later than 
the expiration of the 4-year period beginning 
upon the enactment of this paragraph, the Sec-
retary shall submit an interim evaluation report 
to the Congress. Not later than the expiration of 
the 8-year period beginning upon such enact-
ment, the Secretary shall submit a final evalua-
tion report to the Congress. There is authorized 
to be appropriated $10,000,000 to carry out the 
evaluation under this subparagraph. 

‘‘(H) INCENTIVES FOR INNOVATION AND HIGH 
PERFORMANCE.—The Secretary may reserve up 
to 10 percent of the amounts made available for 
administrative fees under this paragraph to pro-
vide support to or reward family self-sufficiency 
programs that are particularly innovative or 
highly successful in achieving the goals of the 
program.’’. 

(c) REPEAL.—Section 202 of the Departments 
of Veterans Affairs and Housing and Urban De-
velopment, and Independent Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 1997 (42 U.S.C. 1437f note; Public 
Law 104–204; 110 Stat. 2893) is hereby repealed. 
SEC. 8. HOMEOWNERSHIP. 

(a) SECTION 8 HOMEOWNERSHIP DOWNPAYMENT 
PROGRAM.—Section 8(y)(7) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(y)(7)) is 
amended by striking subparagraphs (A) and (B) 
and inserting the following new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the provisions of 
this paragraph, in the case of a family on whose 
behalf rental assistance under section 8(o) has 
been provided for a period of not less than 12 
months prior to the date of receipt of downpay-
ment assistance under this paragraph, a public 
housing agency may, in lieu of providing 
monthly assistance payments under this sub-
section on behalf of a family eligible for such as-
sistance and at the discretion of the agency, 
provide a downpayment assistance grant in ac-
cordance with subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) GRANT REQUIREMENTS.—A downpayment 
assistance grant under this paragraph— 

‘‘(i) shall be used by the family only as a con-
tribution toward the downpayment and reason-
able and customary closing costs required in 
connection with the purchase of a home; 

‘‘(ii) shall be in the form of a single one-time 
grant; and 

‘‘(iii) may not exceed $10,000. 
‘‘(C) NO EFFECT ON OBTAINING OUTSIDE 

SOURCES FOR DOWNPAYMENT ASSISTANCE.—This 
Act may not be construed to prohibit a public 
housing agency from providing downpayment 
assistance to families from sources other than a 
grant provided under this Act, or as determined 
by the public housing agency.’’. 

(b) USE OF VOUCHERS FOR MANUFACTURED 
HOUSING.—Section 8(o)(12) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(12) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking the period 
at the end of the first sentence and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘of’’ in the second sentence and 
inserting ‘‘and rents’’; and 
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(2) in subparagraph (B)— 
(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘the rent’’ and 

all that follows and inserting the following: 
‘‘rent shall mean the sum of the monthly pay-
ments made by a family assisted under this 
paragraph to amortize the cost of purchasing 
the manufactured home, including any required 
insurance and property taxes, the monthly 
amount allowed for tenant-paid utilities, and 
the monthly rent charged for the real property 
on which the manufactured home is located, in-
cluding monthly management and maintenance 
charges.’’; 

(B) by striking clause (ii); and 
(C) in clause (iii)— 
(i) by inserting after the period at the end the 

following: ‘‘If the amount of the monthly assist-
ance payment for a family exceeds the monthly 
rent charged for the real property on which the 
manufactured home is located, including month-
ly management and maintenance charges, a 
public housing agency may pay the remainder 
to the family, lender or utility company, or may 
choose to make a single payment to the family 
for the entire monthly assistance amount.’’; and 

(ii) by redesignating such clause as clause (ii). 
SEC. 9. PHA REPORTING OF RENT PAYMENTS TO 

CREDIT REPORTING AGENCIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3 of the United 

States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437a), as 
amended by the preceding provisions of this Act, 
is further amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(e) PHA REPORTING OF RENT PAYMENTS TO 
CREDIT REPORTING AGENCIES.— 

‘‘(1) AUTHORITY.—To the extent that a family 
receiving tenant-based housing choice vouchers 
under section 8 by a public housing agency 
agrees in writing to reporting under this sub-
section, the public housing agency may submit 
to consumer reporting agencies described in sec-
tion 603(p) of the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 
U.S.C. 1681a) information regarding the past 
rent payment history of the family with respect 
to the dwelling unit for which such assistance is 
provided. 

‘‘(2) FORMAT.—The Secretary, after consulta-
tion with consumer reporting agencies referred 
in paragraph (1), shall establish a system and 
format to be used by public housing agencies for 
reporting of information under such paragraph 
that provides such information in a format and 
manner that is similar to other credit informa-
tion submitted to such consumer reporting agen-
cies and is usable by such agencies.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect on the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 10. PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENTS. 

Section 8(o) of the United States Housing Act 
of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(21) PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall, 

by regulation, establish standards and proce-
dures for assessing the performance of public 
housing agencies in carrying out the programs 
for tenant-based rental assistance under this 
subsection and for homeownership assistance 
under subsection (y). 

‘‘(B) CONTENTS.—The standards and proce-
dures under this paragraph shall provide for as-
sessment of the performance of public housing 
agencies in the following areas: 

‘‘(i) Quality of dwelling units obtained using 
such assistance. 

‘‘(ii) Extent of utilization of assistance 
amounts provided to the agency and of author-
ized vouchers. 

‘‘(iii) Timeliness and accuracy of reporting by 
the agency to the Secretary. 

‘‘(iv) Effectiveness in carrying out policies to 
achieve deconcentration of poverty. 

‘‘(v) Reasonableness of rent burdens, con-
sistent with public housing agency responsibil-
ities under section 8(o)(1)(E)(iii). 

‘‘(vi) Accurate rent calculations and subsidy 
payments. 

‘‘(vii) Effectiveness in carrying out family 
self-sufficiency activities. 

‘‘(viii) Timeliness of actions related to land-
lord participation. 

‘‘(ix) Such other areas as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate. 

‘‘(C) PERIODIC ASSESSMENT.—Using the stand-
ards and procedures established under this 
paragraph, the Secretary shall conduct an as-
sessment of the performance of each public 
housing agency carrying out a program referred 
to in subparagraph (A) and shall submit a re-
port to the Congress regarding the results of 
each such assessment.’’. 
SEC. 11. PHA PROJECT-BASED ASSISTANCE. 

Section 8(o)(13) of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(13)) is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (B) and inserting 
the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) PERCENTAGE LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), not 

more than 25 percent of the funding available 
for tenant-based assistance under this section 
that is administered by the agency may be at-
tached to structures pursuant to this paragraph. 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTION.—An agency may attach up 
to an additional 5 percent of the funding avail-
able for tenant-based assistance under this sec-
tion to structures pursuant to this paragraph 
for dwelling units that house individuals and 
families that meet the definition of homeless 
under section 103 of the McKinney-Vento Home-
less Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11302).’’; 

(2) by striking subparagraph (D) and inserting 
the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) INCOME MIXING REQUIREMENT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), not more than the greater of 25 
dwelling units or 25 percent of the dwelling 
units in any project may be assisted under a 
housing assistance payment contract for project- 
based assistance pursuant to this paragraph. 
For purposes of this subparagraph, the term 
‘project’ means a single building, multiple con-
tiguous buildings, or multiple buildings on con-
tiguous parcels of land. 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTIONS.— 
‘‘(I) CERTAIN HOUSING.—The limitation under 

clause (i) shall not apply in the case of assist-
ance under a contract for housing consisting of 
single family properties, or for dwelling units 
that are specifically made available for house-
holds comprised of elderly families, disabled 
families, and families receiving supportive serv-
ices. For purposes of the preceding sentence, the 
term ‘single family properties’ means buildings 
with no more than four dwelling units. 

‘‘(II) CERTAIN AREAS.—With respect to areas 
in which fewer than 75 percent of families 
issued vouchers become participants in the pro-
gram, the public housing agency has established 
the payment standard at 110 percent of the fair 
market rent for all census tracts in the area for 
the previous six months, and the public housing 
agency grants an automatic extension of 90 days 
(or longer) to families with vouchers who are at-
tempting to find housing, clause (i) shall be ap-
plied by substituting ‘50 percent’ for ‘25 per-
cent’.’’; 

(3) in the first sentence of subparagraph (F), 
by striking ‘‘10 years’’ and inserting ‘‘15 years’’; 

(4) in subparagraph (G)— 
(A) by inserting after the period at the end of 

the first sentence the following: ‘‘Such contract 
may, at the election of the public housing agen-
cy and the owner of the structure, specify that 
such contract shall be extended for renewal 
terms of up to 15 years each, if the agency 
makes the determination required by this sub-
paragraph and the owner is in compliance with 
the terms of the contract.’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘A 
public housing agency may agree to enter into 
such a contract at the time it enters into the ini-
tial agreement for a housing assistance payment 
contract or at any time thereafter that is before 
the expiration of the housing assistance pay-
ment contract.’’; 

(5) in subparagraph (H), by inserting before 
the period at the end of the first sentence the 
following: ‘‘, except that in the case of a con-
tract unit that has been allocated low-income 
housing tax credits and for which the rent limi-
tation pursuant to such section 42 is less than 
the amount that would otherwise be permitted 
under this subparagraph, the rent for such unit 
may, in the sole discretion of a public housing 
agency, be established at the higher section 8 
rent, subject only to paragraph (10)(A)’’; 

(6) in subparagraph (I)(i), by inserting before 
the semicolon the following: ‘‘, except that the 
contract may provide that the maximum rent 
permitted for a dwelling unit shall not be less 
than the initial rent for the dwelling unit under 
the initial housing assistance payments contract 
covering the unit’’; 

(7) in subparagraph (J)— 
(A) by striking the fifth and sixth sentences 

and inserting the following: ‘‘A public housing 
agency may establish and utilize procedures for 
maintaining site-based waiting lists under 
which applicants may apply directly at, or oth-
erwise designate to the public housing agency, 
the project or projects in which they seek to re-
side, except that all applicants on the waiting 
list of an agency for assistance under this sub-
section shall be permitted to place their names 
on such separate list. All such procedures shall 
comply with title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 
1964, the Fair Housing Act, and other applicable 
civil rights laws. The owner or manager of a 
structure assisted under this paragraph shall 
not admit any family to a dwelling unit assisted 
under a contract pursuant to this paragraph 
other than a family referred by the public hous-
ing agency from its waiting list, or a family on 
a site-based waiting list that complies with the 
requirements of this subparagraph. A public 
housing agency shall fully disclose to each ap-
plicant each option in the selection of a project 
in which to reside that is available to the appli-
cant.’’; and 

(B) by inserting after the third sentence the 
following new sentence: ‘‘Any family who re-
sides in a dwelling unit proposed to be assisted 
under this paragraph, or in a unit to be re-
placed by a proposed unit to be assisted under 
this paragraph shall be given an absolute pref-
erence for selection for placement in the pro-
posed unit, if the family is otherwise eligible for 
assistance under this subsection.’’; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

‘‘(L) USE IN COOPERATIVE HOUSING AND ELEVA-
TOR BUILDINGS.—A public housing agency may 
enter into a housing assistance payments con-
tract under this paragraph with respect to— 

‘‘(i) dwelling units in cooperative housing; 
‘‘(ii) notwithstanding subsection (c), dwelling 

units in a high-rise elevator project, including 
such a project that is occupied by families with 
children, without review and approval of the 
contract by the Secretary. 

‘‘(M) REVIEWS.— 
‘‘(i) SUBSIDY LAYERING.—A subsidy layering 

review in accordance with section 102(d) of the 
Department of Housing and Urban Development 
Reform Act of 1989 (42 U.S.C. 3545(d)) shall not 
be required for assistance under this subpara-
graph in the case of a housing assistance pay-
ments contract for an existing structure, or if a 
subsidy layering review has been conducted by 
the applicable State or local agency. 

‘‘(ii) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.—A public hous-
ing agency shall not be required to undertake 
any environmental review before entering into a 
housing assistance payments contract under 
this paragraph for an existing structure, except 
to the extent such a review is otherwise required 
by law or regulation. 

‘‘(N) LEASES AND TENANCY.—Assistance pro-
vided under this paragraph shall be subject to 
the provisions of paragraph (7), except that sub-
paragraph (A) of such paragraph shall not 
apply.’’. 
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SEC. 12. RENT BURDENS. 

(a) REVIEWS.—Section 8(o)(1) of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(1)) 
is amended by striking subparagraph (E) and 
inserting the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(E) REVIEWS.— 
‘‘(i) RENT BURDENS.—The Secretary shall mon-

itor rent burdens and submit a report to the 
Congress annually on the percentage of families 
assisted under this subsection, occupying dwell-
ing units of any size, that pay more than 30 per-
cent of their adjusted incomes for rent and such 
percentage that pay more than 40 percent of 
their adjusted incomes for rent. Using informa-
tion regularly reported by public housing agen-
cies, the Secretary shall provide public housing 
agencies, on an annual basis, a report with the 
information described in the first sentence of 
this clause, and may require a public housing 
agency to modify a payment standard that re-
sults in a significant percentage of families as-
sisted under this subsection, occupying dwelling 
units of any size, paying more than 30 percent 
of their adjusted incomes for rent. 

‘‘(ii) CONCENTRATION OF POVERTY.—The Sec-
retary shall submit a report to the Congress an-
nually on the degree to which families assisted 
under this subsection in each metropolitan area 
are clustered in lower rent, higher poverty areas 
and how, and the extent to which, greater geo-
graphic distribution of such assisted families 
could be achieved, including by increasing pay-
ment standards for particular communities with-
in such metropolitan areas. 

‘‘(iii) PUBLIC HOUSING AGENCY RESPONSIBIL-
ITIES.—Each public housing agency shall make 
publicly available the information on rent bur-
dens provided by the Secretary pursuant to 
clause (i), and, for agencies located in metro-
politan areas, the information on concentration 
provided by the Secretary pursuant to clause 
(ii). If the percentage of families paying more 
than 30 percent or 40 percent of income exceeds 
the national average for either of such cat-
egories, as reported pursuant to clause (i), the 
public housing agency shall adjust the payment 
standard to eliminate excessive rent burdens 
within a reasonable time period or explain its 
reasons for not making such adjustment. The 
Secretary may not deny the request of a public 
housing agency to set a payment standard up to 
120 percent of the fair market rent to remedy 
rent burdens in excess of the national average 
or undue concentration of families assisted 
under this subsection in lower rent, higher pov-
erty sections of a metropolitan area except on 
the basis that an agency has not demonstrated 
that its request meets these criteria. If a request 
of a public housing agency has not been denied 
or approved with 45 days after the request is 
made, the request shall be considered to have 
been approved.’’. 

(b) PUBLIC HOUSING AGENCY PLAN.—Section 
5A(d)(4) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437c–1(d)(4)) is amended by in-
serting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘, including the report with respect to 
the agency furnished by the Secretary pursuant 
to section 8(o)(1)(E) concerning rent burdens 
and, if applicable, geographic concentration of 
voucher holders, any changes in rent or other 
policies the public housing agency is making to 
address excessive rent burdens or concentration, 
and if the public housing agency is not adjust-
ing its payment standard, its reasons for not 
doing so’’. 

(c) RENT BURDENS FOR PERSONS WITH DIS-
ABILITIES.—Subparagraph (D) of section 8(o)(1) 
is amended by inserting before the period at the 
end the following: ‘‘, except that a public hous-
ing agency may establish a payment standard of 
not more than 120 percent of the fair market 
rent where necessary as a reasonable accommo-
dation for a person with a disability, without 
approval of the Secretary. A public housing 
agency may seek approval of the Secretary to 
use a payment standard greater than 120 per-

cent of the fair market rent as a reasonable ac-
commodation for a person with a disability’’. 
SEC. 13. ESTABLISHMENT OF FAIR MARKET RENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 8(c) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437f(c)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ after the paragraph 
designation; 

(2) by striking the seventh, eighth, and ninth 
sentences; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B)(i) The Secretary shall endeavor to define 

market areas for purposes of this paragraph in 
a manner that results in fair market rentals that 
are adequate to cover typical rental costs of 
units suitable for occupancy by persons assisted 
under this section in as wide a range of commu-
nities as is feasible, including communities with 
low poverty rates. 

‘‘(ii) The Secretary at a minimum shall define 
a separate market area for each— 

‘‘(I) metropolitan city, as such term is defined 
in section 102(a) of the Housing and Community 
Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5302(a)), 
with more than 40,000 rental dwelling units; and 

‘‘(II) urban county or portion of an urban 
county, as such term is defined in such section 
102(a), located outside the boundaries of any 
metropolitan city specified in subclause (I). 

‘‘(iii) The Secretary shall, at the request of 
one or more public housing agencies, establish a 
separate market area for part or all of the area 
under the jurisdiction of such agencies, if— 

‘‘(I) the requested market area contains at 
least 20,000 rental dwelling units; 

‘‘(II) the areas contained in the requested 
market area are geographically contiguous and 
share similar housing market characteristics; 

‘‘(III) adequate data are available to establish 
a reliable fair market rental for the requested 
market area, and for the remainder of the mar-
ket area in which it is currently located; and 

‘‘(IV) establishing the requested market area 
would raise or lower the fair market rental by 10 
percent or more at the time the requested market 
area is established. 
For purposes of subclause (III), data for an area 
shall be considered adequate if they are suffi-
cient to establish from time to time a reliable 
benchmark fair market rental based primarily 
on data from that area, whether or not those 
data need to be supplemented with data from a 
larger area for purposes of annual updates. 

‘‘(iv) The Secretary shall not reduce the fair 
market rental in a market area as a result of a 
change in the percentile of the distribution of 
market rents used to establish the fair market 
rental.’’. 

(b) PAYMENT STANDARD.—Subparagraph (B) 
of section 8(o)(1) of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(1)(B)) is amended 
by inserting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘, except that no public housing agency 
shall be required as a result of a reduction in 
the fair market rental to reduce the payment 
standard applied to a family continuing to re-
side in a unit for which the family was receiving 
assistance under this section at the time the fair 
market rental was reduced’’. 
SEC. 14. SCREENING OF APPLICANTS. 

Subparagraph (B) of section 8(o)(6) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 
(1437f(o)(6)(B)) is amended by inserting after the 
period at the end of the second sentence the fol-
lowing: ‘‘A public housing agency’s elective 
screening shall be limited to criteria that are di-
rectly related to an applicant’s ability to fulfill 
the obligations of an assisted lease and shall 
consider mitigating circumstances related to 
such applicant. Any applicant or participant 
determined to be ineligible for admission or con-
tinued participation to the program shall be no-
tified of the basis for such determination and 
provided, within a reasonable time after the de-
termination, an opportunity for an informal 
hearing on such determination at which miti-
gating circumstances, including remedial con-

duct subsequent to the notice, shall be consid-
ered.’’. 
SEC. 15. ENHANCED VOUCHERS. 

Subparagraph (B) of section 8(t)(1) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437f(t)(1)(B)) is amended by inserting after 
‘‘eligibility event for the project,’’ the following: 
‘‘regardless of unit and family size standards 
normally used by the administering agency (ex-
cept that tenants may be required to move to 
units of appropriate size if available on the 
premises),’’. 
SEC. 16. HOUSING INNOVATION PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—Title I of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 36. HOUSING INNOVATION PROGRAM. 

‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the program 
under this section is to provide public housing 
agencies and the Secretary the flexibility to de-
sign and evaluate innovative approaches to pro-
viding housing assistance that— 

‘‘(1) increase housing opportunities for low-in-
come families, including preventing homeless-
ness, rehabilitate or replace housing at risk of 
physical deterioration or obsolescence, and de-
velop additional affordable housing; 

‘‘(2) leverage other Federal, State, and local 
funding sources, including the low-income hous-
ing tax credit program, to expand and preserve 
affordable housing opportunities, including 
public housing; 

‘‘(3) provide financial incentives and other 
support mechanisms to families to obtain em-
ployment and increase earned income; 

‘‘(4) test alternative rent-setting policies to de-
termine whether rent determinations can be sim-
plified and administrative cost savings can be 
realized while protecting extremely low- and 
very low-income families from increased rent 
burdens; 

‘‘(5) are subject to rigorous evaluation to test 
the effectiveness of such innovative approaches; 
and 

‘‘(6) are developed with the support of the 
local community and with the substantial par-
ticipation of affected residents. 

‘‘(b) PROGRAM AUTHORITY.— 
‘‘(1) SCOPE.—The Secretary shall carry out a 

housing innovation program under this section 
under which the Secretary may designate not 
more than 60 public housing agencies to partici-
pate, at any one time, in the housing innovation 
program, in accordance with subsections (c) and 
(d), except that, in addition to such 60 agencies, 
the Secretary may designate an additional 20 
agencies to participate in the program under the 
terms of subsection (h). 

‘‘(2) DURATION.—The Secretary may carry out 
the housing innovation program under this sec-
tion only during the 10-year period beginning 
on the date of the enactment of the Section 8 
Voucher Reform Act of 2007. 

‘‘(c) PARTICIPATION OF EXISTING MTW AGEN-
CIES.— 

‘‘(1) EXISTING MTW AGENCIES.—Subject to the 
requirements of paragraph (2), all existing MTW 
agencies shall be designated to participate in 
the program. 

‘‘(2) CONDITIONS OF PARTICIPATION.—The Sec-
retary shall approve and transfer into the hous-
ing innovation program under this section each 
existing MTW agency that the Secretary deter-
mines is not in default under such agreement 
and which the Secretary also determines is meet-
ing the goals and objectives of its moving to 
work plan. Each such agency shall, within two 
years after the date of the enactment of the Sec-
tion 8 Voucher Reform Act of 2007, make 
changes to its policies that were implemented be-
fore such date of enactment in order to comply 
with the requirements of this section. 

‘‘(d) ADDITIONAL AGENCIES.— 
‘‘(1) PROPOSALS; SELECTION PROCESS.—In ad-

dition to agencies participating in the program 
pursuant to subsection (c), the Secretary shall, 
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within 18 months after such date of enactment, 
select public housing agencies to participate in 
the program pursuant to a competitive process 
that meets the following requirements: 

‘‘(A) Any public housing agency may be se-
lected to participate in the program, except that 
not more than 5 agencies that are near-troubled 
under the public housing assessment system 
and/or section 8 management assessment pro-
gram may be selected, and except that any 
agency for which the Secretary has hired an al-
ternative management entity for such agency or 
has taken possession of all or any part of such 
agency’s public housing program shall not be el-
igible for participation. Any near-troubled pub-
lic housing agency participating in the program 
shall remain subject to the requirements of this 
Act governing tenant rent contributions, eligi-
bility, and continued participation, and may 
not adopt policies described in subsection (e)(4) 
(relating to rents and requirements for contin-
ued occupation and participation). 

‘‘(B) The process provides, to the extent pos-
sible based on eligible agencies submitting appli-
cations and taking into account existing MTW 
agencies participating pursuant to subsection 
(c), for representation among agencies selected 
of agencies having various characteristics, in-
cluding both large and small agencies, agencies 
serving urban, suburban, and rural areas, and 
agencies in various geographical regions 
throughout the United States, and which may 
include the selection of agencies that only ad-
minister the voucher program under section 8(o). 

‘‘(C) Any agency submitting a proposal under 
this paragraph shall have provided notice to 
residents and the local community, not later 
than 30 days before the first of the two public 
meetings required under subparagraph (D). 

‘‘(D) The agency submitting a proposal shall 
hold two public meetings to receive comments on 
the agency’s proposed application, on the impli-
cations of changes under the proposal, and the 
possible impact on residents. 

‘‘(E) The process includes criteria for selec-
tion, as follows: 

‘‘(i) The extent to which the proposal gen-
erally identifies existing rules and regulations 
that impede achievement of the goals and objec-
tives of the proposal and an explanation of why 
participation in the program is necessary to 
achieve such goals and objectives. 

‘‘(ii) The extent of commitment and funding 
for carrying out the proposal by local govern-
ment agencies and nonprofit organizations, in-
cluding the provision of additional funding and 
other services, and the extent of support for the 
proposal by residents, resident advisory boards, 
and members of the local community. 

‘‘(iii) The extent to which the agency has a 
successful history of implementing strategies 
similar to those set forth in the agency’s pro-
posal. 

‘‘(iv) Whether the proposal pursues a priority 
strategy as specified in paragraph (2). In the 
case of any proposal utilizing a such a priority 
strategy, the proposal shall be evaluated based 
upon— 

‘‘(I) the extent to which the proposal is likely 
to achieve the objectives of developing addi-
tional housing dwelling units affordable to ex-
tremely low-, very low-, and low-income fami-
lies, and preserving, rehabilitating, or modern-
izing existing public housing dwelling units; or 

‘‘(II) the extent to which the proposal is likely 
to achieve the purposes of moving families to-
ward economic self-sufficiency and increasing 
employment rates and wages of families without 
imposing a significant rent burden on the lowest 
income families, as well as such of the addi-
tional purposes as may be identified in the pro-
posal, which may include expanding housing 
choices utilizing coordinators for the family self- 
sufficiency program under section 23, making 
more effective use of program funds, and im-
proving program management. 

‘‘(v) Such other factors as the Secretary may 
provide, in consultation with participating 

agencies, program stakeholders, and any entity 
conducting evaluations pursuant to subsection 
(f). 

‘‘(2) PRIORITY STRATEGIES.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1)(E)(iv), the following are priority 
strategies: 

‘‘(A) DEVELOPMENT, REHABILITATION, AND FI-
NANCING.—A strategy of development of addi-
tional affordable housing dwelling units and/or 
a strategy for preservation and physical reha-
bilitation and modernization of existing public 
housing dwelling units. Such strategies may in-
clude innovative financing proposals, leveraging 
of non-public housing funds (including the low- 
income housing tax credit program), and com-
bining of funds for assistance under sections 8 
and 9. Each such proposal shall include detailed 
information about the strategies expected to be 
employed, an explanation of why participation 
in the program is necessary to employ such 
strategies, and numerical goals regarding the 
number of dwelling units to be developed, pre-
served, or rehabilitated. 

‘‘(B) RENT REFORMS.—A strategy to implement 
rent reforms, which shall be designed to help 
families increase their earned income through 
rent and other work incentives, and may also 
test the effectiveness of achieving administrative 
cost savings without increased rent burdens for 
extremely low- and very low-income families. 

‘‘(3) CONTRACT AMENDMENT.—After selecting 
agencies under this subsection, the Secretary 
shall promptly amend the applicable annual 
contributions contracts of such agencies to pro-
vide that— 

‘‘(A) subject to subparagraph (B), such agen-
cies may implement any policies and activities 
that are not inconsistent with this section with-
out specifying such policies and activities in 
such amendment and without negotiating or en-
tering into any other agreements with the Sec-
retary specifying such policies and activities; 
and 

‘‘(B) the activities to be implemented by an 
agency under the program in a given year shall 
be described in and subject to the requirements 
of the annual plan under subsection (e)(8). 
Upon the enactment of this section, any agency 
which has participated in the Moving to Work 
demonstration may, at its option, be subject to 
the provisions of this paragraph in lieu of any 
other agreement required by the Secretary for 
participation in the program. 

‘‘(4) MAINTAINING PARTICIPATION RATE.—If, at 
any time after the initial selection period under 
paragraph (1), the number of public housing 
agencies participating in the program under this 
section is fewer than 40, the Secretary shall 
promptly solicit applications from and select 
public housing agencies to participate in the 
program under the terms and conditions for ap-
plication and selection provided in this section 
to increase the number of agencies participating 
in the program to 40. 

‘‘(e) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) PROGRAM FUNDS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—To carry out a housing in-

novation program under this section, the par-
ticipating agency may use amounts provided to 
the agency from the Operating Fund under sec-
tion 9(e), amounts provided to the agency from 
the Capital Fund under section 9(d), and 
amounts provided to the agency for voucher as-
sistance under section 8(o). Such program funds 
may be used for any activities that are author-
ized by sections 8(o) or 9, or for other activities 
that are not inconsistent with this section, 
which shall include, without limitation— 

‘‘(i) providing capital and operating assist-
ance, and financing for housing previously de-
veloped or operated pursuant to a contract be-
tween the Secretary and such agency; 

‘‘(ii) the acquisition, new construction, reha-
bilitation, financing, and provision of capital or 
operating assistance for low-income housing (in-
cluding housing other than public housing) and 
related facilities, which may be for terms exceed-
ing the term of the program under this section 

in order to secure other financing for such hous-
ing; 

‘‘(iii) costs of site acquisition and improve-
ment, providing utility services, demolition, 
planning, and administration of activities under 
this paragraph; 

‘‘(iv) housing counseling for low-income fami-
lies in connection with rental or homeownership 
assistance provided under the program; 

‘‘(v) safety, security, law enforcement, and 
anticrime activities appropriate to protect and 
support families assisted under the program; 

‘‘(vi) tenant-based rental assistance, which 
may include the project-basing of such assist-
ance; and 

‘‘(vii) appropriate and reasonable financial 
assistance that is required to preserve low-in-
come housing otherwise assisted under programs 
administered by the Secretary or under State or 
local low-income housing programs. 

‘‘(B) COMBINING FUNDS.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, a participating 
agency may combine and use program funds for 
any activities authorized under this section, ex-
cept that a participating agency may use funds 
provided for assistance under section 8(o) for ac-
tivities other than those authorized under sec-
tion 8(o) only if (i) in the calendar year prior to 
its participation in the program, the agency uti-
lized not less than 95 percent of such funds allo-
cated for that calendar year for such authorized 
activities or 95 percent of its authorized vouch-
ers, including vouchers ported in to the agency 
and vouchers ported out; or (ii) after approval 
to participate in the program, the agency 
achieves such utilization for a 12-month period. 
This subparagraph shall not apply to partici-
pating agencies approved by the Secretary to 
combine funds from sections 8 and 9 of the Act 
prior to enactment of this section. 

‘‘(2) USE OF PROGRAM FUNDS.—In carrying out 
the housing innovation program under this sec-
tion, each participating agency shall continue 
to assist— 

‘‘(A) not less than substantially the same 
number of eligible low-income families under the 
program as it assisted in the base year for the 
agency; and 

‘‘(B) a comparable mix of families by family 
size, subject to adjustment to reflect changes in 
the agency’s waiting list, except that the Sec-
retary may approve exceptions to such require-
ments for up to 3 years based on modernization 
or redevelopment activities proposed in an an-
nual plan submitted and approved in accord-
ance with paragraph (8). 

Determinations with respect to the number of 
families served shall be adjusted based on any 
allocation of additional vouchers under section 
8(o) and to reflect any change in the percentage 
of program funds that a participating agency 
receives compared to the base year. 

‘‘(3) RETAINED PROVISIONS.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of this section, families re-
ceiving assistance under this section shall retain 
the same rights of judicial review of agency ac-
tion as they would otherwise have had if the 
agency were not participating in the program, 
and each participating agency shall comply 
with the following provisions of this Act: 

‘‘(A) Subsections (a)(2)(A) and (b)(1) of sec-
tion 16 (relating to targeting for new admissions 
in the public housing and voucher programs). 

‘‘(B) Section 2(b) (relating to tenant represent-
atives on the public housing agency board of di-
rectors). 

‘‘(C) Section 3(b)(2) (relating to definitions for 
the terms ‘low-income families’ and ‘very low-in-
come families’). 

‘‘(D) Section 5(A)(e) (relating to the formation 
of and consultation with a resident advisory 
board). 

‘‘(E) Sections 6(f)(1) and 8(o)(8)(B) (relating to 
compliance of units assisted with housing qual-
ity standards or other codes). 

‘‘(F) Sections 6(c)(3), 6(c)(4)(i), and 8(o)(6)(B) 
(relating to rights of public housing applicants 
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and existing procedural rights for applicants 
under section 8(o)). 

‘‘(G) Section 6(k) (relating to grievance proce-
dures for public housing tenants) and com-
parable procedural rights for families assisted 
under section 8(o). 

‘‘(H) Section 6(l) (relating to public housing 
lease requirements), except that for units as-
sisted both with program funds and low-income 
housing tax credits, the initial lease term may be 
less than 12 months if required to conform lease 
terms with such tax credit requirements. 

‘‘(I) Section 7 (relating to designation of hous-
ing for elderly and disabled households), except 
that a participating agency may make such des-
ignations(at initial designation or upon re-
newal) for a term of up to 5 years if the agency 
includes in its annual plan under paragraph (8) 
an analysis of the impact of such designations 
on affected households and such designation is 
subject to the program evaluation. Any partici-
pating agency with a designated housing plan 
that was approved under the moving to work 
demonstration may continue to operate under 
the terms of such plan for a term of 5 years 
(with an option to renew on the same terms for 
an additional 5 years) if it includes in its an-
nual plan an analysis of the impact of such des-
ignations on affected households and is subject 
to evaluation under subsection (f). 

‘‘(J) Subparagraphs (C) through (E) of section 
8(o)(7) (relating to lease requirements and evic-
tion protections for families assisted with ten-
ant-based assistance). 

‘‘(K) Subject to paragraph (1)(B) of this sub-
section, section 8(o)(13)(B) (relating to a per-
centage limitation on project-based assistance), 
except that for purposes of this subparagraph 
such section shall be applied by substituting ‘50 
percent’ for ‘20 percent’. 

‘‘(L) Section 8(o)(13)(E) (relating to resident 
choice for tenants of units with project-based 
vouchers), except with respect to— 

‘‘(i) in the case of agencies participating in 
the moving to work demonstration, any housing 
assistance payment contract entered into within 
2 years after the enactment of this section; 

‘‘(ii) project-based vouchers that replace pub-
lic housing units; 

‘‘(iii) not more than 10 percent of the vouchers 
available to the participating agency upon en-
tering the housing innovation program under 
this section; and 

‘‘(iv) any project-based voucher program that 
is subject to evaluation under subsection (f). 

‘‘(M) Section 8(r) (relating to portability of 
voucher assistance), except that a participating 
agency may receive funding for portability obli-
gations under section 8(dd) in the same manner 
as other public housing agencies. 

‘‘(N) Subsections (a) and (b) of section 12 (re-
lating to payment of prevailing wages). 

‘‘(O) Section 18 (relating to demolition and 
disposition of public housing). 

‘‘(4) RENTS AND REQUIREMENTS FOR CONTINUED 
OCCUPANCY OR PARTICIPATION.— 

‘‘(A) BEFORE POLICY CHANGE.—Before adopt-
ing any policy pursuant to participation in the 
housing innovation program under this section 
that would make a material change to the re-
quirements of this Act regarding tenant rents or 
contributions, or conditions of continued occu-
pancy or participation, a participating agency 
shall complete each of the following actions: 

‘‘(i) The agency shall conduct an impact anal-
ysis of the proposed policy on families the agen-
cy is assisting under the program under this sec-
tion and on applicants on the waiting list, in-
cluding analysis of the incidence and severity of 
rent burdens greater than 30 percent of adjusted 
income on households of various sizes and types 
and in various income tiers, that would result, 
if any, without application of the hardship pro-
visions. The analysis with respect to applicants 
on the waiting list may be limited to demo-
graphic data provided by the applicable consoli-
dated plan, information provided by the Sec-
retary, and other generally available informa-

tion. The proposed policy, including provisions 
for addressing hardship cases and transition 
provisions that mitigate the impact of any rent 
increases or changes in the conditions of contin-
ued occupancy or participation, and data from 
this analysis shall be made available for public 
inspection for at least 60 days in advance of the 
public meeting described in clause (ii). 

‘‘(ii) The agency shall hold a public meeting 
regarding the proposed change, including the 
hardship provisions, which may be combined 
with a public meeting on the draft annual plan 
under paragraph (8) or the annual report under 
paragraph (9). 

‘‘(iii) The board of directors or other similar 
governing body of the agency shall approve the 
change in public session. 

‘‘(iv) The agency shall obtain approval from 
the Secretary of the annual plan or plan amend-
ment. The Secretary may approve a plan or 
amendment containing a material change to the 
requirements of this Act regarding tenant rents 
or contributions, or conditions of continued oc-
cupancy or participation, only if the agency 
agrees that such policy may be included as part 
of the national evaluation. 

‘‘(B) AFTER POLICY CHANGE.—After adopting a 
policy described in subparagraph (A), a program 
agency shall complete each of the following ac-
tions: 

‘‘(i) The agency shall provide adequate notice 
to residents, which shall include a description of 
the changes in the public housing lease or par-
ticipation agreement that may be required and 
of the hardship or transition protections offered. 

‘‘(ii) In the case of any additional require-
ments for continued occupancy or participation, 
the agency shall execute a lease addendum or 
participation agreement specifying the require-
ments applicable to both the resident and the 
agency. A resident may bring a civil action to 
enforce commitments of the agency made 
through the lease addendum or participation 
agreement. 

‘‘(iii) The agency shall reassess rent, subsidy 
level, and policies on program participation no 
less often than every two years, which shall in-
clude preparing a revised impact analysis, and 
make available to the public the results of such 
reassessment and impact analysis. The require-
ment under this clause may be met by suffi-
ciently detailed interim reports, if any, by the 
national evaluating entity. 

‘‘(iv) The agency shall include in the annual 
report under paragraph (8) information suffi-
cient to describe any hardship requests, includ-
ing the number and types of requests made, 
granted, and denied, the use of transition rules, 
and adverse impacts resulting from changes in 
rent or continued occupancy policies, including 
actions taken by the agency to mitigate such im-
pacts and impacts on families no longer assisted 
under the program. 

‘‘(C) APPLICABILITY TO EXISTING MTW AGEN-
CIES.—An existing MTW agency that, before the 
date of the enactment of this section, imple-
mented material changes to the requirements of 
this Act regarding tenant rents or contributions, 
or conditions of continued occupancy or partici-
pation, as part of the moving to work dem-
onstration shall not be subject to subparagraph 
(A) with regard to such previously implemented 
changes, but shall comply with the requirements 
of subparagraph (B)(ii) and provide the evalua-
tion and impact analysis required by subpara-
graph (B)(iii) by the end of the second agency 
fiscal year ending after such date of enactment. 

‘‘(5) PROHIBITION AGAINST DECREASE IN PRO-
GRAM FUNDS.—The amount of program funds a 
participating agency receives shall not be dimin-
ished by its participation in the housing innova-
tion program under this section. 

‘‘(6) SUBMISSION OF INFORMATION.—As part of 
the annual report required under subsection 
(g)(2), each participating agency shall submit 
information annually to the Secretary regarding 
families assisted under the program of the agen-
cy and comply with any other data submissions 

required by the Secretary for purposes of eval-
uation of the program under this section. 

‘‘(7) PUBLIC AND RESIDENT PARTICIPATION.— 
Each participating agency shall provide oppor-
tunities for resident and public participation in 
the annual plan under paragraph (8), as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(A) NOTICE TO RESIDENTS.— 
‘‘(i) NOTICE.—Each year, the agency shall 

provide notice to the low-income families it 
serves under the programs authorized by this 
section as to the impact of proposed policy 
changes and program initiatives and of the 
schedule of resident advisory board and public 
meetings for the annual plan. 

‘‘(ii) MEETING.—The agency shall hold at 
least one meeting with the resident advisory 
board (including representatives of recipients of 
assistance under section 8) to review the annual 
plan for each year. 

‘‘(B) PUBLIC MEETING.—With respect to each 
annual plan, the agency shall hold at least one 
annual public meeting to obtain comments on 
the plan, which may be combined with a meet-
ing to review the annual report. In the case of 
any agency that administers, in the aggregate, 
more than 15,000 public housing units and 
vouchers, the agency shall hold additional meet-
ings in locations that promote attendance by 
residents and other stakeholders. 

‘‘(C) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—Before adoption 
of any annual plan, and not less than 30 days 
before the public meeting required under sub-
paragraph (A)(ii) with respect to the plan, the 
agency shall make the proposed annual plan 
available for public inspection. The annual plan 
shall be made available for public inspection not 
less than 30 days before approval by the board 
of directors (or other similar governing body) of 
the agency and shall remain publicly available. 

‘‘(D) BOARD APPROVAL.—Before submitting an 
annual plan or annual report to the Secretary, 
the plan or report, as applicable, shall be ap-
proved in a public meeting by the board of direc-
tors or other governing body of the agency. 

‘‘(8) ANNUAL PLAN.— 
‘‘(A) REQUIREMENT.—For each year that a 

participating agency participates in the housing 
innovation program under this section, the 
agency shall submit to the Secretary, in lieu of 
all other planning requirements, an annual plan 
under this paragraph. 

‘‘(B) CONTENTS.—Each annual plan shall in-
clude the following information: 

‘‘(i) A list and description of all program ini-
tiatives and generally applicable policy changes, 
including references to affected provisions of 
law or the implementing regulations affected. 

‘‘(ii) A description and comparison of changes 
under the housing innovation program of the 
agency from the plan for such program for the 
preceding year. 

‘‘(iii) A description of property redevelopment 
or portfolio repositioning strategies and pro-
posed changes in policies or uses of funds re-
quired to implement such strategies. 

‘‘(iv) Documentation of public and resident 
participation sufficient to comply with the re-
quirements under paragraphs (4) and (7), in-
cluding a copy of any recommendations sub-
mitted in writing by the resident advisory board 
of the agency and members of the public, a sum-
mary of comments, and a description of the 
manner in which the recommendations were ad-
dressed. 

‘‘(v) Certifications by the agency that— 
‘‘(I) the annual plan will be carried out in 

conformity with title VI of the Civil Rights Act 
of 1964, the Fair Housing Act, section 504 of the 
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, title II of the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act of 1990, and the rules, 
standards, and policies in the approved plan; 

‘‘(II) the agency will affirmatively further fair 
housing; and 

‘‘(III) the agency has complied and will con-
tinue to comply with its obligations under the 
national evaluation. 

‘‘(vi) A description of the agency’s local asset 
management strategy for public housing prop-
erties, which shall be in lieu of any other asset 
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management, project based management or ac-
counting, or other system of allocating resources 
and costs to participating agency assets or cost 
centers that the Secretary may otherwise impose 
under this Act. 

‘‘(C) CHANGES.—If the agency proposes to 
make material changes in policies or initiatives 
in the plan during the year covered by the plan, 
the agency shall consult with the resident advi-
sory board for the agency established pursuant 
to section 5A(e) and the public regarding such 
changes before their adoption. 

‘‘(D) APPROVAL PROCESS.— 
‘‘(i) TIMING.—The Secretary shall review and 

approve or disapprove each annual plan sub-
mitted to the Secretary within 45 days after 
such submission. 

‘‘(ii) STANDARDS FOR DISAPPROVAL.—The Sec-
retary may disapprove a plan only if— 

‘‘(I) the Secretary reasonably determines, 
based on information contained in the annual 
plan or annual report, that the agency is not in 
compliance with the requirements of this sec-
tion; 

‘‘(II) the annual plan or most recent annual 
report is not consistent with other reliable infor-
mation available to the Secretary; or 

‘‘(III) the annual plan or annual report or the 
agency’s activities under the program are not 
otherwise in accordance with applicable law. 

‘‘(iii) FAILURE TO DISAPPROVE.—If a submitted 
plan is not disapproved within 45 days after 
submission, the plan shall be considered to be 
approved for purposes of this section. The pre-
ceding sentence shall not preclude judicial re-
view regarding such compliance pursuant to 
chapter 7 of title 5, United States Code, or an 
action regarding such compliance under section 
1979 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
(42 U.S.C. 1983). 

‘‘(f) EVALUATION OF PERFORMANCE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than the expira-

tion of the one-year period that begins upon se-
lection under subsection (d) of at least half of 
the number of agencies able to participate in the 
program under this section, the Secretary shall 
conduct detailed evaluations of all public hous-
ing agencies participating in the program under 
this section— 

‘‘(A) to determine the level of success of each 
public housing agency in achieving the purposes 
of the program under subsection (a); and 

‘‘(B) to identify program models that can be 
replicated by other agencies to achieve such suc-
cess. 

‘‘(2) REPORTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall submit 

three reports to the Congress, as provided in 
subparagraph (B), evaluating the programs of 
all public housing agencies participating in the 
program under this section and all agencies par-
ticipating in the moving to work demonstration. 
Each such report shall include findings and rec-
ommendations for any appropriate legislative 
action. 

‘‘(B) TIMING.—The reports under this para-
graph shall include— 

‘‘(i) an initial report, which shall be submitted 
before the expiration of the 3-year period begin-
ning on the date of the enactment of the Section 
8 Voucher Reform Act of 2007; 

‘‘(ii) an interim report, which shall be sub-
mitted before the expiration of the 5-year period 
beginning on such date of enactment; and 

‘‘(iii) a final report, which shall be submitted 
before the expiration of the 10-year period be-
ginning on such date of enactment. 

‘‘(3) EVALUATING ENTITY.—The Secretary may 
contract out the responsibilities under this para-
graphs (1) and (2) to an independent entity that 
is qualified to perform such responsibilities. 

‘‘(4) PERFORMANCE MEASURES.—The Secretary 
or the evaluating entity, as applicable, shall es-
tablish performance measures, which may in-
clude— 

‘‘(A) a baseline performance level against 
which program activities may be evaluated; and 

‘‘(B) performance measures for— 

‘‘(i) increasing housing opportunities for ex-
tremely low-, very low-, and low-income fami-
lies, replacing or rehabilitating housing at risk 
of physical deterioration or obsolescence, and 
developing additional affordable housing; 

‘‘(ii) leveraging other Federal, State, and local 
funding sources, including the low-income hous-
ing tax credit program, to expand and preserve 
affordable housing opportunities, including 
public housing; 

‘‘(iii) moving families to self-sufficiency and 
increasing employment rates and wages of fami-
lies without imposing a significant rent burden 
on the families having the lowest incomes; 

‘‘(iv) reducing administrative costs; and 
‘‘(v) any other performance measures that the 

Secretary or evaluating entity, as applicable, 
may establish. 

‘‘(g) RECORDKEEPING, REPORTS, AND AU-
DITS.— 

‘‘(1) RECORDKEEPING.—Each public housing 
agency participating in the program under this 
section shall keep such records as the Secretary 
may prescribe as reasonably necessary to dis-
close the amounts and the disposition of 
amounts under the program, to ensure compli-
ance with the requirements of this section, and 
to measure performance. 

‘‘(2) REPORTS.—In lieu of all other reporting 
requirements, each such agency participating in 
the program shall submit to the Secretary an 
annual report in a form and at a time specified 
by the Secretary. Each annual report shall in-
clude the following information: 

‘‘(A) A description, including an annual con-
solidated financial report, of the sources and 
uses of funds of the agency under the program, 
which shall account separately for funds made 
available under section 8 and subsections (d) 
and (e) of section 9, and shall compare the agen-
cy’s actions under the program with its annual 
plan for the year. 

‘‘(B) An annual audit that complies with the 
requirements of Circular A–133 of the Office of 
Management and Budget, including the OMB 
Compliance Supplement. 

‘‘(C) A description of each hardship exception 
requested and granted or denied, and of the use 
of any transition rules. 

‘‘(D) Documentation of public and resident 
participation sufficient to comply with the re-
quirements under paragraph (7). 

‘‘(E) A comparison of income and the sizes 
and types of families assisted by the agency 
under the program compared to those assisted 
by the agency in the base year. 

‘‘(F) Every two years, an evaluation of rent 
policies, subsidy level policies, and policies on 
program participation. 

‘‘(G) A description of any ongoing local eval-
uations and the results of any local evaluations 
completed during the year. 

‘‘(3) ACCESS TO DOCUMENTS BY SECRETARY.— 
The Secretary shall have access for the purpose 
of audit and examination to any books, docu-
ments, papers, and records that are pertinent to 
assistance in connection with, and the require-
ments of, this section. 

‘‘(4) ACCESS TO DOCUMENTS BY THE COMP-
TROLLER GENERAL.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States, or any of the duly authorized 
representatives of the Comptroller General, shall 
have access for the purpose of audit and exam-
ination to any books, documents, papers, and 
records that are pertinent to assistance in con-
nection with, and the requirements of, this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(5) REPORTS REGARDING EVALUATIONS.—The 
Secretary shall require each public housing 
agency participating in the program under this 
section to submit to the Secretary, as part of the 
agency’s annual report under paragraph (2), 
such information as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate to permit the Secretary to evaluate 
(pursuant to subsection (f)) the performance 
and success of the agency in achieving the pur-
poses of the demonstration. 

‘‘(h) ADDITIONAL PROGRAM AGENCIES.—In 
participating in the program under the terms of 

this subsection, the public housing agencies des-
ignated for such participation shall be subject to 
the requirements of this section, and the addi-
tional following requirements: 

‘‘(1) APPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN EXISTING PRO-
VISIONS.—Such agencies shall be subject to the 
provisions of— 

‘‘(A) subsections (a) and (b) of section 3; and 
‘‘(B) section 8(o), except for paragraph (11) 

and except that such agencies shall not be re-
quired to comply with any provision of such sec-
tion 8(o) that pursuant to subsection (e)(3) of 
this section does not apply to agencies that are 
subject to such section (e)(3). 

‘‘(2) NO TIME LIMITS.—Such agencies may not 
impose time limits on the term of housing assist-
ance received by families under the program. 

‘‘(3) NO EMPLOYMENT CONDITIONS.—Such 
agencies may not condition the receipt of hous-
ing assistance by families under the program on 
the employment status of one of more family 
members. 

‘‘(4) ONE-FOR-ONE REPLACEMENT.— 
‘‘(A) CONDITIONS ON DEMOLITION.—Such 

agencies may not demolish or dispose of any 
dwelling unit of public housing operated or ad-
ministered by such agency (including any un-
inhabitable unit and any unit previously ap-
proved for demolition) except pursuant to a plan 
for replacement of such units in accordance 
with, and approved by the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development pursuant to, subpara-
graph (B). 

‘‘(B) PLAN REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary 
may not approve a plan that provides for demo-
lition or disposition of any dwelling unit of pub-
lic housing referred to in subparagraph (A) un-
less— 

‘‘(i) such plan provides for outreach to public 
housing agency residents in accordance with 
paragraph (5); 

‘‘(ii) not later than 60 days before the date of 
the approval of such plan, such agency has con-
vened and conducted a public hearing regarding 
the demolition or disposition proposed in the 
plan; 

‘‘(iii) such plan provides that for each such 
dwelling unit demolished or disposed of, such 
public housing agency will provide an addi-
tional dwelling unit through— 

‘‘(I) the acquisition or development of addi-
tional public housing dwelling units; or 

‘‘(II) the acquisition, development, or con-
tracting (including through project-based assist-
ance) of additional dwelling units that are sub-
ject to requirements regarding eligibility for oc-
cupancy, tenant contribution toward rent, and 
long-term affordability restrictions which are 
comparable to public housing units; 

‘‘(iv) such plan provides for a right, and im-
plementation of such right, to occupancy of ad-
ditional dwelling units provided in accordance 
with clause (iii), for households who, as of the 
time that dwelling units demolished or disposed 
of were vacated to provide for such demolition 
or disposition, were occupying such dwelling 
units; 

‘‘(v) such plan provides that the proposed 
demolition or disposition and relocation will be 
carried out in a manner that affirmatively fur-
thers fair housing, as described in subsection (e) 
of section 808 of the Civil Rights Act of 1968; and 

‘‘(vi) to the extent that such plan provides for 
the provision of replacement or additional 
dwelling units, or redevelopment, in phases over 
time, such plan provides that the ratio of dwell-
ing units described in subclauses (I) and (II) of 
clause (iii) that are provided in any such single 
phase to the total number of dwelling units pro-
vided in such phase is not less than the ratio of 
the aggregate number of such dwelling units 
provided under the plan to the total number of 
dwelling units provided under the plan. 

‘‘(C) INAPPLICABLE PROVISIONS.—Subpara-
graphs (B) and (D) of section 8(o)(13) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437f(o)(13)) shall not apply with respect to 
vouchers used to comply with the requirements 
of subparagraph (B)(iii) of this paragraph. 
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‘‘(D) MONITORING.—The Secretary of Housing 

and Urban Development shall provide for the 
appropriate field offices of the Department to 
monitor and supervise enforcement of this para-
graph and plans approved under this paragraph 
and to consult, regarding such monitoring and 
enforcement, with resident councils of, and resi-
dents of public housing operated or adminis-
tered by, the agency. 

‘‘(5) COMPREHENSIVE OUTREACH PLAN.—No 
program funds of such agencies may be use to 
demolish, dispose of, or eliminate any public 
housing dwelling units except in accordance 
with a comprehensive outreach plan for such 
activities, developed by the agency in conjunc-
tion with the residents of the public housing 
agency, as follows: 

‘‘(A) The plan shall be developed by the agen-
cy and a resident task force, which may include 
members of the Resident Council, but may not 
be limited to such members, and which shall rep-
resent all segments of the population of resi-
dents of the agency, including single parent- 
headed households, the elderly, young employed 
and unemployed adults, teenage youth, and dis-
abled persons. 

‘‘(B) The votes and agreements regarding the 
plan shall involve not less than 25 and not more 
than 35 persons. 

‘‘(C) The plan shall provide for and describe 
outreach efforts to inform residents of the pro-
gram under this subsection, including a door-to- 
door information program, monthly newsletters 
to each resident household, monthly meetings 
dedicated solely to every aspect of the proposed 
development, including redevelopment factors, 
which shall include the one-for-one replacement 
requirement under paragraph (5), resident rights 
to return, the requirements of the program 
under this subsection, new resident support and 
community services to be provided, opportunities 
for participation in architectural design, and 
employment opportunities for residents, which 
shall reserve at least 70 percent of the jobs in 
demolition activities and 50 percent of the jobs 
in construction activities related to the redevel-
opment project, including job training, appren-
ticeships, union membership assistance. 

‘‘(D) The plan shall provide for regularly 
scheduled monthly meeting updates and a sys-
tem for filing complaints about any aspect of the 
redevelopment process. 

‘‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the following definitions shall apply: 

‘‘(1) EXISTING MTW AGENCY.—The term ‘exist-
ing MTW agency’ means a public housing agen-
cy that as of the date of the enactment of the 
Section 8 Voucher Reform Act of 2007 has an ex-
isting agreement with the Secretary pursuant to 
the moving to work demonstration. 

‘‘(2) BASE YEAR.—The term ‘base year’ means, 
with respect to a participating agency, the 
agency fiscal year most recently completed prior 
to selection and approval for participation in 
the housing innovation program under this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(3) MOVING TO WORK DEMONSTRATION.—The 
term ‘moving to work demonstration’ means the 
moving to work demonstration program under 
section 204 of the Departments of Veterans Af-
fairs and Housing and Urban Development, and 
Independent Agencies Appropriations Act, 1996 
(42 U.S.C. 1437f note). 

‘‘(4) PARTICIPATING AGENCIES.—The term ‘par-
ticipating agencies’ means public housing agen-
cies designated and approved for participation, 
and participating, in the housing innovation 
program under this section. 

‘‘(5) PROGRAM FUNDS.—The term ‘program 
funds’ means, with respect to a participating 
agency, any amounts that the agency is author-
ized, pursuant to subsection (e)(1), to use to 
carry out the housing innovation program 
under this section of the agency. 

‘‘(6) RESIDENTS.—The term ‘residents’ means, 
with respect to a public housing agency, tenants 
of public housing of the agency and partici-
pants in the voucher or other housing assistance 

programs of the agency funded under section 
8(o), or tenants of other units owned by the 
agency and assisted under this section. 

‘‘(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
RESIDENT TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—There is au-
thorized to be appropriated for each of fiscal 
years 2008 through 2012 $10,000,000, for pro-
viding capacity building and technical assist-
ance to enhance the capabilities of low-income 
families assisted under the program under this 
section to participate in the process for estab-
lishment of annual plans under this section for 
participating agencies. 

‘‘(k) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
EVALUATIONS.—There is authorized to be appro-
priated $15,000,000 to the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development for the purpose of 
conducting the evaluations required under sub-
section (f)(1).’’. 

(b) GAO REPORT.—Not later than 48 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States shall 
submit a report to the Congress on the extent to 
which the public housing agencies participating 
in the housing innovation program under sec-
tion 36 of the United States Housing Act of 1937 
are meeting the goals and purposes of such pro-
gram, as identified in subsection (a) of such sec-
tion 36. 
SEC. 17. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM WAIVER AU-

THORITY. 
(a) AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO AGREE-

MENTS.—Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment may enter into such agreements as may 
be necessary with the Social Security Adminis-
tration and the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services to allow for the participation, in any 
demonstration program described in subsection 
(c), by the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development and the use under such program of 
housing choice vouchers under section 8(o) of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437f(o)). 

(b) WAIVER OF INCOME REQUIREMENTS.—The 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development 
may, to extent necessary to allow rental assist-
ance under section 8(o) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 to be provided on behalf of 
persons described in subsection (c) who partici-
pate in a demonstration program described in 
such subsection, and to allow such persons to be 
placed on a waiting list for such assistance, par-
tially or wholly disregard increases in earned 
income for the purpose of rent calculations 
under section 3 for such persons. 

(c) DEMONSTRATION PROGRAMS.—A dem-
onstration program described in this subsection 
is a demonstration program of a State that pro-
vides for persons with significant disabilities to 
be employed and continue to receive benefits 
under programs of the Department of Health 
and Human Services and the Social Security Ad-
ministration, including the program of supple-
mental security income benefits under title XVI 
of the Social Security Act, disability insurance 
benefits under title II of such Act, and the State 
program for medical assistance (Medicaid) 
under title XIX of such Act. 
SEC. 18. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There is authorized to be appropriated the 
amount necessary for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012 to provide public housing agencies 
with incremental tenant-based assistance under 
section 8(o) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)) sufficient to assist 
20,000 incremental dwelling units in each such 
fiscal year. 
SEC. 19. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Except as otherwise specifically provided in 
this Act, this Act and the amendments made by 
this Act, shall take effect on January 1, 2008. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. No amend-
ment to the committee amendment is 
in order except the amendments print-
ed in House Report 110–227. Each 

amendment may be offered only in the 
order printed in the report; by a mem-
ber designated in the report; shall be 
considered read; shall be debatable for 
the time specified in the report, equal-
ly divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent of the amend-
ment; shall not be subject to amend-
ment; and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MS. WATERS 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 1 
printed in House Report 110–227. 

Ms. WATERS. Madam Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 1 offered by Ms. WATERS: 
Page 4, line 16, strike ‘‘biennial inspec-

tions’’ and insert ‘‘inspections not less often 
than biennially’’. 

Page 6, strike lines 5 and 6 and insert the 
following: 

(3) by redesignating subparagraph (E) as 
subparagraph (G); 

(4) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 
following new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(E) INTERIM INSPECTIONS.—Upon notifica-
tion to the public housing agency, by a fam-
ily on whose behalf tenant-based rental as-
sistance is provided under this subsection or 
by a government official, that the dwelling 
unit for which such assistance is provided 
does not comply with the housing quality 
standards under subparagraph (B), the agen-
cy shall inspect the dwelling unit— 

‘‘(i) in the case of any condition that is 
life-threatening, within 24 hours after re-
ceipt of such notice; and 

‘‘(ii) in the case of any condition that is 
not life-threatening, within 15 days after re-
ceipt of such notice.’’. 

Page 7, strike lines 1 through 3 and insert 
the following: 

‘‘(III) the failure to comply is not cor-
rected— 

‘‘(aa) in the case of any such failure that is 
a result of life-threatening conditions, with-
in 24 hours after receipt of such notice; and 

‘‘(bb) in the case of any such failure that is 
a result of non-life threatening conditions, 
within 30 days after receipt of such notice or 
such other reasonable period as the public 
housing agency may establish.’’. 

Page 7, line 4, strike ‘‘AND RELEASE’’. 
Page 7, strike ‘‘Subject’’ in line 10 and all 

that follows through line 14, and insert the 
following: ‘‘Upon completion of repairs by 
the public housing agency or the owner suffi-
cient so that the dwelling unit complies with 
such housing quality standards, the agency 
shall recommence payments under the hous-
ing assistance payments contract to the 
owner of the dwelling unit.’’. 

Page 7, strike ‘‘(or to’’ in line 19 and all 
that follows through line 24, and insert the 
following: ‘‘, except that a contract to make 
repairs may not be entered into with the in-
spector for the dwelling unit referred to in 
clause (i)(I).’’. 

Page 8, line 6, after the period insert the 
following: ‘‘During the period that assistance 
is withheld pursuant to this subparagraph, 
the tenant may terminate the tenancy by 
notifying the owner.’’. 

Page 8, strike ‘‘before’’ in line 12 and all 
that follows through line 16, and insert the 
following: ‘‘within 60 days after the effective 
date of the determination of noncompliance 
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under clause (i), or such other reasonable pe-
riod as the public housing agency may estab-
lish, and the agency does not use its author-
ity under clause (iii), the agency shall termi-
nate the housing assistance payments con-
tract for the dwelling unit. The agency shall 
provide the family residing in such a dwell-
ing unit a period of 90 days, beginning upon 
termination of the contract, to lease a new 
residence to assist with the tenant-based 
rental assistance made available under this 
section for the family. If the family is unable 
to lease such a new residence during such pe-
riod, the public housing agency shall extend 
the period during which the family may 
lease a new residence to be assisted with 
such assistance or provide such family a 
preference for occupancy in a dwelling unit 
of public housing owned or operated by the 
agency that first becomes available for occu-
pancy after the expiration of such period. 
The agency shall provide reasonable assist-
ance to the family in finding a new resi-
dence, including use of two months of any 
assistance amounts withheld pursuant to 
clause (ii) for costs associated with reloca-
tion of the family to a new residence.’’. 

Page 8, after line 16, insert the following: 
‘‘(vi) LIMITATION OF LIABILITY OF PUBLIC 

HOUSING AGENCIES.—A public housing agency 
that uses its authority under clause (iii) 
shall not, if the agency accomplishes the 
work through a contractor that is licensed, 
bonded, and insured in amounts and with 
coverage as required by the Secretary, be lia-
ble for any injury or damages that may re-
sult to persons or to any property owned by 
the tenant or owner. 

‘‘(vii) TENANT-CAUSED DAMAGES.—If a pub-
lic housing agency determines that any dam-
age to a dwelling unit that results in a fail-
ure of the dwelling unit to comply with 
housing quality standards under subpara-
graph (B), other than any damage resulting 
from ordinary use, was caused by the tenant, 
any member of the tenant’s household, or 
any guest or other person under the tenant’s 
control, the agency may, in the discretion of 
the agency, waive the applicability of this 
subparagraph, except that this clause shall 
not exonerate a tenant from any liability 
otherwise existing under applicable law for 
damages to the premises caused by such ten-
ant.’’. 

Page 8, line 17, strike ‘‘(vi)’’ and insert 
‘‘(viii)’’. 

Page 9, line 13, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 9, after line 13, insert the following: 
(B) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘paragraph (2)’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘paragraphs (2) and (3)’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘paragraph (3)’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘paragraph (4)’’; 
(C) in paragraph (2)(A)(i), by striking 

‘‘paragraph (3)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(4)’’; 

(D) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) 
as paragraphs (5) and (6), respectively; 

(E) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) PHA AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH ALTER-
NATIVE RENTS.— 

‘‘(A) RENT FLEXIBILITY FOR PUBLIC HOUSING 
AND VOUCHER PROGRAM.—Subject to the re-
quirements under subparagraph (B), a public 
housing agency may establish for public 
housing and for families on whose behalf as-
sistance is provided under the program for 
tenant-based voucher assistance under sec-
tion 8(o)— 

‘‘(i) a tenant rent structure in which— 
‘‘(I) the public housing agency establishes, 

based on the rental value of the unit, as de-
termined by the public housing agency— 

‘‘(aa) a ceiling rent for each dwelling unit 
that it owns and operates; and 

‘‘(bb) a ceiling on the amount of the tenant 
contribution toward rent required of a fam-
ily provided tenant-based assistance; and 

‘‘(II) such ceiling rent and tenant contribu-
tion are adjusted periodically on the basis of 
an inflation index or a recalculation of the 
rental value of the unit (which may be recal-
culated by unit or by building); 

‘‘(ii) an income-tiered tenant rent struc-
ture in which the amount of rent a family 
shall pay is set and distributed on the basis 
of broad tiers of income and such tiers and 
rents are adjusted on the basis of an annual 
cost index except that families entering pub-
lic housing shall not be offered a rent lower 
than the rent corresponding to their income 
tier; or 

‘‘(iii) a tenant rent structure in which the 
amount of rent a family shall pay is based on 
a percentage of family income, except that 
lower percentages may apply only with re-
spect to earned income; such a rent struc-
ture may provide for an amount of rent 
based on a calculation of earned income that 
provides for disregard of a higher percentage 
or higher dollar amount, or both, than pro-
vided for in paragraph (8)(B). 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding the au-
thority provided under subparagraph (A), the 
amount paid for rent (including the amount 
allowed for tenant-paid utilities) by any 
family for a dwelling unit in public housing 
or for rental of a dwelling unit for which ten-
ant-based voucher assistance under section 
8(o) is provided may not exceed the amount 
determined under subsection (a)(1) of this 
section or section 8(o), respectively. The Sec-
retary shall issue regulations and establish 
procedures to ensure compliance with this 
subparagraph. 

‘‘(C) ELDERLY FAMILIES AND DISABLED FAMI-
LIES.—Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this Act, this paragraph shall not apply to 
elderly families and disabled families.’’; and 

Page 9, line 14, strike ‘‘(B)’’ and insert 
‘‘(F)’’. 

Page 9, line 16, strike ‘‘(6)’’ and insert 
‘‘(7)’’. 

Page 12, line 19, strike ‘‘(7)’’ and insert 
‘‘(8)’’. 

Page 13, line 3, strike ‘‘(6)(A)’’ and insert 
‘‘(7)(A)’’. 

Page 13, line 18, strike ‘‘(6)(B)(ii)’’ and in-
sert ‘‘(7)(B)(ii)’’. 

Page 15, line 6, strike ‘‘(6)’’ and insert 
‘‘(7)’’. 

Page 19, line 13, strike ‘‘(6) and (7)’’ and in-
sert ‘‘(7) and (8)’’. 

Page 30, after line 11, insert the following: 
‘‘(xi) relocation and replacement of public 

housing units that are demolished or dis-
posed of pursuant to eminent domain, pursu-
ant to a homeownership program, or in con-
nection with a mixed finance development 
method under section 35 or otherwise;’’ 

Page 30, line 12, strike ‘‘(xi)’’ and insert 
‘‘(xii)’’. 

Page 30, line 15, strike ‘‘(xii)’’ and insert 
‘‘(xiii)’’. 

Page 30, line 24, strike ‘‘or (x)’’ and insert 
‘‘(x), or (xi)’’. 

Page 31, line 16, before the semicolon insert 
‘‘and of any incremental vouchers funded in 
previous years’’. 

Page 36, line 14, strike ‘‘one twelfth’’ and 
insert ‘‘12.5 percent of’’. 

Page 39, lines 6 and 7, strike ‘‘until super-
seded through subsequent rulemaking,’’. 

Page 57, after line 18, insert the following: 
‘‘(N) ADMINISTRATIVE FEE.—The adminis-

trative fee applicable to the administration 
of assistance under this paragraph shall be 
determined in the same manner as adminis-
trative fees applicable to other assistance 
administered under other provisions of this 
subsection.’’. 

Page 57, line 19, strike ‘‘(N)’’ and insert 
‘‘(O)’’. 

Page 68, line 6, after ‘‘any agency’’ insert 
‘‘that is a troubled agency under either such 
assessment program or’’ 

Page 92, strike ‘‘Not’’ in line 5 and all that 
follows through ‘‘the’’ in line 9 and insert 
‘‘The’’. 

Strike line 24 on page 97 and all that fol-
lows through line 4 on page 98, and insert the 
following: 

‘‘(B) section 8(o), except for paragraph (11) 
and except as the requirements of section 
8(o) are modified by subsection (e)(3) of this 
section.’’. 

Page 100, line 2, before the semicolon insert 
the following: ‘‘, except that no household 
may be prevented from occupying a replace-
ment dwelling unit provided pursuant to 
clause (iii) except to the extent specifically 
provided by any other provision of Federal 
law (including subtitle F of title V of the 
Quality Housing and Work Responsibility 
Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 13661 et seq.; relating to 
safety and security in public and assisted 
housing, subtitle D of title VI of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1992 (42 
U.S.C. 13611 et seq.; relating to preferences 
for elderly and disabled residents), and sec-
tion 16(f) of this Act (42 U.S.C. 1437n(f)); re-
lating to ineligibility of persons convicted of 
methamphetamine offenses)’’. 

Page 101, line 22, strike ‘‘, dispose of, or 
eliminate’’ and insert ‘‘or dispose of’’. 

Page 102, strike lines 12 through 14 and in-
sert the following: 

‘‘(b) The votes and agreements regarding 
the plan shall involve— 

‘‘(i) in the case of any public housing agen-
cy that administers 250 or fewer public hous-
ing dwelling units, not less than 10 percent 
of affected residents; and 

‘‘(ii) in the case of any public housing 
agency that administers more than 250 pub-
lic housing dwelling units, not less than 25 
affected residents’’. 

Page 103, strike lines 4 through 6 and insert 
the following: ‘‘make available at least 30 
percent of the total hours worked at all such 
employment, and shall also make available 
at least 25 percent of unskilled jobs in demo-
lition activities and 25 percent of unskilled 
jobs in construction activities related to the 
redevelopment’’. 

Page 107, after line 2, insert the following 
new section: 
SEC. 18. ACCESS TO HUD PROGRAMS FOR PER-

SONS WITH LIMITED ENGLISH PRO-
FICIENCY. 

(a) HUD RESPONSIBILITIES.—To allow the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment to better serve persons with limited 
proficiency in the English language by pro-
viding technical assistance to recipients of 
Federal funds, the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall take the following 
actions: 

(1) TASK FORCE.—Within 90 days after the 
enactment of this Act, convene a task force 
comprised of appropriate industry groups, re-
cipients of funds from the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development (in this sec-
tion referred to as the ‘‘Department’’), com-
munity-based organizations that serve indi-
viduals with limited English proficiency, 
civil rights groups, and stakeholders, which 
shall identify a list of vital documents, in-
cluding Department and certain property 
and other documents, to be competently 
translated to improve access to federally 
conducted and federally assisted programs 
and activities for individuals with limited 
English proficiency. The task force shall 
meet not less frequently than twice per year. 

(2) TRANSLATIONS.—Within 6 months after 
identification of documents pursuant to 
paragraph (1), produce translations of the 
documents identified in all necessary lan-
guages and make such translations available 
as part of the library of forms available on 
the website of the Department and as part of 
the clearinghouse developed pursuant to 
paragraph (4). 
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(3) PLAN.—Develop and carry out a plan 

that includes providing resources of the De-
partment to assist recipients of Federal 
funds to improve access to programs and ac-
tivities for individuals with limited English 
proficiency, which plan shall include the ele-
ments described in paragraph (4). 

(4) HOUSING INFORMATION RESOURCE CEN-
TER.—Develop and maintain a housing infor-
mation resource center to facilitate the pro-
vision of language services by providers of 
housing services to individuals with limited 
English proficiency. Information provided by 
such center shall be made available in print-
ed form and through the Internet. The re-
sources provided by the center shall include 
the following: 

(A) TRANSLATION OF WRITTEN MATERIALS.— 
The center may provide, directly or through 
contract, vital documents from competent 
translation services for providers of housing 
services. 

(B) TOLL-FREE CUSTOMER SERVICE TELE-
PHONE NUMBER.—The center shall provide a 
24-hour toll-free interpretation service tele-
phone line, by which recipients of funds of 
the Department and individuals with limited 
English proficiency may— 

(i) obtain information about federally con-
ducted or federally assisted housing pro-
grams of the Department; 

(ii) obtain assistance with applying for or 
accessing such housing programs and under-
standing Federal notices written in English; 
and 

(iii) communicate with housing providers. 
and learn how to access additional language 
services. 
The toll-free telephone service provided pur-
suant to this subparagraph shall supplement 
resources in the community identified by the 
plan developed pursuant to paragraph (3). 

(C) DOCUMENT CLEARINGHOUSE.—The center 
shall collect and evaluate for accuracy or de-
velop, and make available, templates and 
documents that are necessary for consumers, 
relevant industry representatives, and other 
stakeholders of the Department, to access, 
make educated decisions, and communicate 
effectively about their housing, including— 

(i) administrative and property documents; 
(ii) legally binding documents; 
(iii) consumer education and outreach ma-

terials; 
(iv) documents regarding rights and re-

sponsibilities of any party; and 
(v) remedies available to consumers. 
(D) STUDY OF LANGUAGE ASSISTANCE PRO-

GRAMS.—The center shall conduct a study 
that evaluates best-practices models for all 
programs of the Department that promote 
language assistance and strategies to im-
prove language services for individuals with 
limited English proficiency. Not later than 
18 months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the center shall submit a report to 
the Committee on Financial Services of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of 
the Senate, which shall provide rec-
ommendations for implementation, specific 
to programs of the Department, and informa-
tion and templates that could be made avail-
able to all recipients of grants from the De-
partment. 

(E) CULTURAL AND LINGUISTIC COMPETENCE 
MATERIALS.—The center shall provide infor-
mation relating to culturally and linguis-
tically competent housing services for popu-
lations with limited English proficiency. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out sub-
section (a). 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than the expiration 
of the 6-month period beginning on the date 
of the enactment of this Act, and annually 
thereafter, the Secretary of Housing and 

Urban Development shall submit a report re-
garding its compliance with the require-
ments under subsection (a) to the Committee 
on Financial Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 534, the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. WATERS) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

MODIFICATION TO AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED 
BY MS. WATERS 

Ms. WATERS. Madam Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment be modified by the form I 
have placed at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will report the modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Modification to amendment No. 1 offered 

by Ms. WATERS: 
The amendment is modified as follows: 
In the matter proposed to be inserted by 

the eighth amendment instruction of the 
amendment (which begins ‘‘Page 8, strike 
‘before’ in line 12’’), strike ‘‘The agency shall 
provide the family’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘relocation of the family to a new 
residence.’’. 

Strike the matter proposed to be inserted 
by the amendment at page 8 of the bill, after 
line 16, and insert the following: 

‘‘(vi) RELOCATION.—If the public housing 
agency terminates the housing assistance 
payments contract for a dwelling unit, the 
lease for any family residing in that unit 
shall terminate and the family may remain 
in the unit subject to a new lease as an unas-
sisted family. The agency shall provide the 
family residing in such a dwelling unit a pe-
riod of 90 days, beginning upon termination 
of the contract, to lease a new residence to 
assist with the tenant-based rental assist-
ance made available under this section for 
the family. If the family is unable to lease 
such a new residence during such period, the 
public housing agency shall extend the pe-
riod during which the family may lease a 
new residence to be assisted with such assist-
ance or provide such family a preference for 
occupancy in a dwelling unit of public hous-
ing owned or operated by the agency that 
first becomes available for occupancy after 
the expiration of such period. The agency 
shall provide reasonable assistance to the 
family in finding a new residence, including 
use of two months of any assistance amounts 
withheld pursuant to clause (ii) for costs as-
sociated with relocation of the family to a 
new residence. 

‘‘(vii) LIMITATION OF LIABILITY OF PUBLIC 
HOUSING AGENCIES.—A public housing agency 
that uses its authority under clause (iii) 
shall not, if the agency accomplishes the 
work through a contractor that is licensed, 
bonded, and insured in amounts and with 
coverage as required by the Secretary, be lia-
ble for any injury or damages that may re-
sult to persons or to any property owned by 
the tenant or owner. 

‘‘(viii) TENANT-CAUSED DAMAGES.—If a pub-
lic housing agency determines that any dam-
age to a dwelling unit that results in a fail-
ure of the dwelling unit to comply with 
housing quality standards under subpara-
graph (B), other than any damage resulting 
from ordinary use, was caused by the tenant, 
any member of the tenant’s household, or 
any guest or other person under the tenant’s 
control, the agency may, in the discretion of 
the agency, waive the applicability of this 
subparagraph, except that this clause shall 
not exonerate a tenant from any liability 
otherwise existing under applicable law for 

damages to the premises caused by such ten-
ant.’’. 

Strike the matter proposed to be inserted 
by the amendment at page 8 of the bill, line 
17, and insert ‘‘(ix)’’. 

Ms. WATERS (during the reading). 
Madam Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading of 
the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-

jection, the amendment is modified. 
There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Chair 

recognizes the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia. 

Ms. WATERS. Thank you very much, 
Madam Chairman. 

I would like to thank the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on 
Financial Services, Mr. BARNEY FRANK, 
and Ranking Member JUDY BIGGERT for 
their strong support of the manager’s 
amendment to H.R. 1851. 

The purpose of the amendment is to 
reform and improve the Section 8 
Voucher Reform Act of 2007, regarding 
inspections, flexibility in rent-setting, 
transitional funding for the Nation’s 
Public Housing Agencies, administra-
tive fee calculations, limited English 
proficiency requirements, and the 
Housing Innovation Program. It also 
makes technical corrections to the bill. 

The amendment provides more flexi-
bility to make inspections by requiring 
them less frequently than every 2 
years. This change will allow PHAs in 
areas with a deteriorating housing 
stock to conduct additional inspections 
in order to make sure families are 
housed in safe and decent units. In ad-
dition, the amendment fills the need 
for inspections that can be conducted 
at the request of the tenant within a 
specific amount of time. 

My amendment solves a real catch-22 
that often arises in the section 8 pro-
gram. Many section 8 landlords are not 
large real estate concerns, but mom- 
and-pop operations that are not getting 
rich. Where units operated by a land-
lord fail inspection, right now there is 
a real danger that the landlord will 
choose to leave the program rather 
than make the repairs. This benefits 
nobody. And there is the catch-22. The 
landlord wants to stay in the program; 
the tenant certainly wants to stay in 
the unit if it can be repaired; but cur-
rent law makes this positive resolution 
difficult to achieve. 

PHAs will have the option to make 
repairs on the landlord’s behalf. If the 
PHA or the landlord choose not to 
make the repair, the amendment pro-
tects tenants who will have to move to 
a new unit through no fault of their 
own. In the event a PHA chooses not to 
make a repair and the landlord still de-
clines to repair the unit, the amend-
ment provides important tenant pro-
tections. 

There is rent flexibility. Sometimes 
the rigid section 8 rent structure just 
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doesn’t work. In order to find a rent 
mechanism that works, the amend-
ment gives PHAs flexibility in setting 
rents. While the calculations may be 
different, the amendment preserves af-
fordability standards that limit the 
amount of rent a tenant pays to 30 per-
cent of his or her income. The 30 per-
cent threshold is sacred, because we all 
know that if the rent exceeds this 
amount, tenants lose the ability to 
make ends meet. 

When we move to a new funding for-
mula, PHAs will need sufficient re-
serves to allow them to make the 
change smoothly and with little dis-
ruption for tenants. H.R. 1851 provides 
a 1-month reserve for the first year of 
the formula. But to ensure that PHAs 
are able to serve additional families in 
the formula’s first year, the amend-
ment moderately increases this reserve 
from the 1-month level to the 11⁄2- 
month level. This ensures PHAs will 
have adequate funds to transition. 

The amendment corrects the dis-
parity between the calculation of the 
administrative fees for project-based 
units owned by PHAs and other units 
in the PHA’s inventory. Units owned 
by PHAs would receive the same fee as 
other units receiving project-based as-
sistance in the PHA’s inventory, pro-
viding an incentive for PHAs to create 
housing opportunities by project-bas-
ing its own units. 

The amendment also addresses HUD’s 
problematic implementation of Limita-
tion of English Proficiency require-
ments. The manager’s amendment 
seeks to remedy this problem. The 
amendment calls for HUD to convene a 
task force of interested parties and 
stakeholders who will determine the 
documents that need to be translated, 
and to make these translations avail-
able in various languages within 6 
months. HUD is also required to main-
tain a housing information resource 
center, including a 24-hour toll-free 
number and a document clearinghouse. 

We also include Housing Innovation 
Program, that is HIP program, for-
merly known as Moving to Work, and 
this amendment makes several correc-
tions to the Housing Innovation Pro-
gram formerly called Moving to Work. 
These changes clarify that troubled 
agencies are not eligible to participate 
in the program, clarifies resident par-
ticipation requirements, specifies job 
opportunities to be made for residents, 
and ensures that following demolition 
or replacement of public housing units, 
that families cannot be screened out of 
public housing unless they are other-
wise ineligible under Federal law. 

I ask support for the manager’s 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. BIGGERT. Madam Chairman, I 

ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition, although I am not 
opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentlewoman from Illinois 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. I would like to thank 
Chairwoman WATERS for her manager’s 
amendment and, in particular, the 12.5 
percent for the transition in the public 
housing. 

Madam Chair, I yield to my col-
league, Mr. MILLER of California, for 
the balance of the time. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
I want to thank you for including my 
language on reform in the manager’s 
amendment. This I believe goes a long 
way to create innovation in helping 
people gain self-sufficiency. 

The main reason I want to speak 
today is because many on my side have 
a real problem with the requirement 
that language be translated into a lan-
guage that anybody who might come to 
a HUD assistance program might re-
quire to speak, and your bill goes a 
long way. 

I have consistently supported every 
effort to repeal President Clinton’s ex-
ecutive order which requires any re-
cipient of Federal funds to provide 
translations into any language an indi-
vidual requesting service may speak; 
but recently, HUD has issued a require-
ment that says that any housing au-
thority or PHA must provide this 
translation to individuals who come 
before them. 

This is the Federal Government cre-
ating a mandate and requiring the pri-
vate sector to pay the bill. And what 
you are doing I wholeheartedly sup-
port. You are saying that if the Federal 
Government wants to require a man-
date, then they should pay the bill. It 
has been estimated that one of these 
translations can cost a section 8 indi-
vidual or group or housing authority 
up to $10,000 for each language they 
want to translate the documents into, 
and what you are doing is absolutely 
correct. If we are not going to change 
the law, then let’s not have an un-
funded mandate placed on the private 
sector that the private sector has to 
pay for when HUD and the Federal 
Government wants to mandate it. And 
what you are saying is: HUD, if you 
want to mandate it, you pick up the 
bill. And I think that is very important 
that we do this, and I want to stand up 
saying I wholeheartedly support it. 

I do not support the mandate, period, 
that Clinton imposed, but we are stuck 
with it. It is an executive order. And 
what you are saying is the private sec-
tor should not be suffering the burden 
of an unfunded mandate if the Federal 
Government wants to mandate it. 

So I want to clarify for my side that 
what we are doing here is saying we are 
relieving an unfunded mandate on the 
private sector and placing the burden 
on the Federal Government, who 
should be responsible. And if we want 
to change the law, let’s change the law. 
But until we change the law, the pri-
vate sector should not suffer the bur-
den of financing something the Federal 
Government is imposing on them. 

I wholeheartedly support the man-
ager’s amendment, and I thank you for 
working with me on rent reform and 
other things. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
I yield to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman has given a very clear state-
ment of what is in here. This bill does 
not create the bilingual mandate; it 
puts it where it should be. 

The other thing I would say is this, 
and I understand there are some who 
oppose it on principle. But from the 
court’s standpoint, having HUD do the 
translation of all these documents 
means that they don’t have to be done 
individually. So it also is cheaper for 
HUD to do. It is not just that it is more 
appropriate for the Federal Govern-
ment to do it, but it is cheaper, be-
cause there will be some basic HUD 
documents so this will avoid the unnec-
essary duplication of translations. And 
I thank the gentleman for that very 
clear way he stated it. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Reclaiming my time, I think you are 
right. It is cheaper for us to pay for 
shipping than it is for them to pay for 
translations. Let’s do it one time, ship 
the documents, and we deal with the 
problem, unless we want to change the 
law. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman and I are of a similar gen-
eration. It is my understanding from 
some of my younger staffers that they 
don’t ship documents these days; they 
have other ways of getting them there. 
I couldn’t send one, myself, and my 
friend couldn’t receive it. But, fortu-
nately, it wouldn’t be up to us. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Reclaiming my time, we dinosaurs 
have to speak in the language we are 
accustomed to. 

And with that, this dinosaur yields 
back the balance of his time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman from California has 30 seconds 
remaining. 

Ms. WATERS. Madam Chairman, I 
ask for support for the manager’s 
amendment to H.R. 1851 and passage of 
the bill. Again, I want to thank each of 
my colleagues who worked on this im-
portant amendment for their strong 
support. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
WATERS), as modified. 

The amendment, as modified, was 
agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MS. VELÁZQUEZ 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 2 
printed in House Report 110–227. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Madam Chairman, 
I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 2 offered by Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ: 
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Page 80, line 5, after ‘‘8(o)(7)’’ insert ‘‘and 

section 8(o)(20)’’. 
Page 81, after line 10, insert the following: 
‘‘(N) Sections 8(ee) and 6(u) (relating to 

records, certification and confidentiality re-
garding domestic violence).’’. 

Page 81, line 11, strike ‘‘(N)’’ and insert 
‘‘(O)’’. 

Page 81, line 13, strike ‘‘(O)’’ and insert 
‘‘(P)’’. 

b 2015 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 534, the gentlewoman 
from New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Madam Chairman, 
I yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Chairman, let me first com-
mend Chairman FRANK and Chair-
woman WATERS for their leadership in 
moving this necessary reform forward. 
They led the Financial Services Com-
mittee through a healthy but com-
plicated series of issues and produced a 
bill that truly improves the section 8 
program. 

Section 8 is the Nation’s largest low- 
income housing program. It currently 
enables more than 2 million low-in-
come families to fulfill the basic needs 
of shelter. We should strive to help 
more people find safe and decent hous-
ing. That is why this bill includes 
100,000 new vouchers over the next 5 
years. It is critical that we support 
this bipartisan work that transitions 
people out of poverty. 

Keeping people safe is at the heart of 
my amendment, which may seem 
minor, but provides important eviction 
and privacy protection for victims of 
domestic violence who live in section 8 
housing. Let us not allow domestic vio-
lence victims to fall through the 
cracks. 

It does this by ensuring that resi-
dents are not evicted simply because 
they are victims of domestic violence. 
While it is hard to believe, under cur-
rent law, if a resident is visited by a 
former spouse, a stalker or domestic 
abuser, and he breaks down the door, 
the very noise and property damage 
caused by the dispute could be grounds 
for her to be evicted. Being abused 
should not be cause for terminating a 
lease. My amendment changes that by 
protecting section 8 tenants from 
wrongful eviction. 

It is fundamentally wrong to evict a 
resident because they have been vic-
timized. The individuals and their fam-
ilies deserve our respect and under-
standing. This provision ensures that 
domestic violence victims have a safe 
home for them and their families. 

Second, my amendment protects the 
record of domestic violence victims. If 
certain identifying characteristics are 
made public, even to a prospective 
landlord, abusers could use the infor-
mation to locate their victims. This 
goes beyond just name and Social Se-
curity number. The key is making sure 

that their information is protected so 
that victims move forward without the 
fear of being found. Their safety must 
be first and foremost. Let’s give sec-
tion 8 tenants basic protections to en-
sure they can find and keep a safe 
home away from violence. 

Madam Chairwoman, I support the 
improvements to the section 8 program 
that H.R. 1851 makes and want to 
thank Chairman FRANK and Chair-
woman WATERS again for their dili-
gence on this bill. I think it is impor-
tant that we remember that finding a 
home entails feeling safe, not just se-
curing shelter. 

In 2005, we fought in unison to pro-
tect domestic violence victims through 
VAWA; 415 Members of the 109th Con-
gress supported these provisions back 
then. Today I am asking you to close a 
potential loophole for section 8 housing 
residents who are victims of domestic 
violence. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on my 
amendment and the underlying bill. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. I ask unanimous con-
sent to claim the time in opposition to 
the amendment, although I am not op-
posed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentlewoman from Illinois 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. BIGGERT. Thank you, Madam 

Chair. 
The Violence Against Women Act re-

authorized and signed into law by 
President Bush in 2005 ensured that 
victims of domestic violence would not 
be evicted from public or section 8 
housing for screaming for help, for call-
ing the police or simply for being the 
victim of a crime. However, one provi-
sion of H.R. 1851 inadvertently removes 
these protections from certain public 
housing authorities, leaving victims in 
these housing authorities with incon-
sistent or no protection. 

I think that the Housing Innovation 
Program provisions in SEVRA exempt 
high-performing public housing au-
thorities from certain Federal regula-
tions, giving them a measure of regu-
latory reform. Unfortunately, some of 
the VAWA protections were among 
those that would no longer apply to 
these high-performing housing authori-
ties. This would create confusion for 
public housing authorities and leave 
victims vulnerable to eviction after an 
assault. 

I support the amendment, and appre-
ciate this being added to the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. I thank the 

gentlelady for supporting my amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 

Madam Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
that I be substituted for the gentle-

woman from California as the manager 
for the remainder of the bill. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. GARY G. 

MILLER OF CALIFORNIA 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 3 
printed in House Report 110–227. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Madam Chair, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 3 offered by Mr. GARY G. 
MILLER of California: 

Page 28, after line 11, insert the following 
new section: 
SEC. 6. TIME LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE. 

Section 16 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437n), as amended by 
the preceding provisions of this Act, is fur-
ther amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(g) TIME LIMITATION ON SECTION 8 ASSIST-
ANCE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
this subsection and notwithstanding any 
other provision of this Act, assistance under 
section 8 may not be provided on behalf of 
any family that includes a member who has 
previously been provided such assistance for 
84 months (whether or not consecutive) or 
longer. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION FOR ELDERLY AND DISABLED 
FAMILIES.—In determining the number of 
months for which an individual has been pro-
vided assistance under section 8, for purposes 
of paragraph (1), a public housing agency 
shall disregard any month during which such 
individual was a member of a disabled or el-
derly family so assisted. 

‘‘(3) AUTHORITY FOR HARDSHIP EXEMP-
TIONS.—A public housing agency may exempt 
a family from the application of paragraph 
(1) by reason of hardship, subject to the fol-
lowing requirements: 

‘‘(A) The agency shall define the reasons 
for, and terms under which, a hardship ex-
emption may be granted, which may include 
mental illness and disability that is not suf-
ficient to qualify the individual for benefits 
under the program of supplemental security 
income benefits under title XVI of the Social 
Security Act. 

‘‘(B) The agency shall establish a plan to 
provide appropriate case management plan-
ning and services for the families for which 
such an exemption is granted. 

‘‘(4) LIMITATION ON EXEMPTIONS.—Subject 
to paragraph (5), the average monthly num-
ber of families with respect to which an ex-
emption is made under paragraph (3) by a 
public housing agency shall not exceed 20 
percent of the average monthly number of 
families on behalf of whom assistance is pro-
vided under section 8 during the fiscal year 
or the immediately preceding fiscal year 
(but not both), as the agency may elect. 

‘‘(5) REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL EXEMP-
TIONS.—Upon the request of a public housing 
agency, the Secretary may increase the 
number of families with respect to which an 
exemption may be made under paragraph (3) 
by the agency above the limitation provided 
in paragraph (4). 

‘‘(6) APPLICABILITY.—In determining the 
number of months for which an individual 
has been provided assistance under section 8, 
for purposes of paragraph (1), a public hous-
ing agency shall disregard any month that 
commenced before the date of the enactment 
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of the Section 8 Voucher Reform Act of 
2007.’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 534, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. GARY G. MILLER) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Madam Chair, I rise today to offer an 
amendment with my colleague from 
Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) to limit the amount 
of time a section 8 recipient may re-
ceive housing assistance. 

I believe this amendment offers a 
reasonable approach to a very difficult 
issue. The intent of this amendment is 
not to be harsh or uncaring. If you read 
the amendment, you will see that we 
provide exemptions for the elderly, for 
the disabled and for hardship. 

This amendment is an attempt to in-
ject fairness into this program, where 
we are faced with the fiscal reality 
that we do not have the resources to 
provide unlimited housing assistance 
to all those who want to participate in 
the program. 

This amendment will help those who 
have been waiting a long time for their 
turn for the helping hand. 

When we started working on section 
8 reform legislation a couple of years 
ago, I asked my staff to review all the 
casework inquiries we had received 
from constituents about the section 8 
program. This review revealed that sec-
tion 8 recipients weren’t contacting me 
to help them with problems with their 
housing or HUD regulations; the con-
stituents who had contacted my office 
were complaining about the fact that 
they had been on the section 8 waiting 
list for years and were just as in need 
as those who are receiving assistance 
currently. 

According to HUD, the average 
length of time families spend on the 
waiting list for subsidized housing in 
the United States is more than 2 years. 
In cities like Los Angeles, the waiting 
list is approaching 10 years. 

How can we justify a situation where 
one person is given unlimited Federal 
housing assistance, while another who 
might have greater need is on the wait-
ing list and unable to participate in the 
program for almost 10 years? 

The answer is not to allow this pro-
gram to continue to grow out of con-
trol by providing more vouchers. Rath-
er, we must reform the program so that 
participants can transition into self- 
sufficiency within a reasonable period 
of time. 

The answer is to institute a reason-
able time limit for assistance, which 
would give more families the ability to 
benefit from our Nation’s temporary 
helping hand. 

The amendment I offer today is based 
on the successful reform we made to 
the welfare program in 1996. Under the 
amendment, the maximum amount of 
time during which a family may re-
ceive section 8 assistance is 7 years. 
Time limits would not apply to elderly 
or disabled families. 

In addition, there is a hardship ex-
emption for families who need extra 
time due to circumstances beyond 
their control. 

While some might argue that we 
should increase the number of section 8 
vouchers that are available so we can 
serve all those who are on the waiting 
list, the practical reality is that we 
cannot already sustain the growth in 
the current section 8 program. Our aim 
should be not to expand the program 
more but instead reform it to allow it 
to provide assistance to more people. 

Even with the section 8 program 
growing out of control, it is not help-
ing all the people that it could. This 
amendment is one way to ensure that 
our Federal limited resources may be 
used to help all those who need help. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 

Madam Chair, I rise to claim the time 
in opposition. And unlike my distin-
guished friend, the gentlewoman from 
Illinois, I’m really in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield 
myself 3 minutes. 

First, Madam Chair, in the interest 
of conciliation that has marked this 
debate, I would say to my friend from 
California, I would be willing to accept 
this amendment that puts a time limit 
on people being able to stay in section 
8 if we could work out a time limit on 
their being poor. I think it is entirely 
accurate that when you’re no longer 
poor, you should no longer be able to 
live in section 8. But what if we can’t? 

I can understand people who think 
that there are adults who have not 
been very responsible in their life 
choices, but some of the adults come 
with children. The gentleman exempts 
the disabled and the elderly, but his 
amendment does not exempt families 
with small children. So you have a par-
ent with children. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
The intent of this amendment is to 
allow for hardship cases like that. A 
single mother who has young children 
would be a hardship. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Would 
the gentleman point that out to me in 
the amendment? 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
We tried to allow the Housing Author-
ity—— 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. No. 
They have a certain number. They can 
make certain exemptions up to 20 per-
cent. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
On page 2, hardship exemption, number 
3. It allows the housing authority to 
create exemptions for families in a 
hardship. And that would be one of the 
exemptions. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Yes, 
not exceeding more than 20 percent of 

the families. It doesn’t single out chil-
dren. Well, maybe there will be 30 or 40 
percent, because in my experience, it 
may differ, you say make an exception 
for a hardship. That’s not the excep-
tion for people in section 8; it’s the 
rule. There aren’t a lot of rich people 
living in section 8 or middle income 
people. 

The fact is that under the gentle-
man’s amendment, if adopted, there 
will be single parents with children of 
7 or 8 or 10 years old, several of them, 
and at the end of 5 years, they’ll have 
to move. Those kids didn’t do anything 
to anybody. 

And you know what we’ve learned 
from education and from homelessness, 
7 years, the gentleman tells me. He 
does give them 7 years. It’s very bib-
lical. But they’ll still have to move 
after 7 years. 

Churning poor people isn’t useful. 
Making people move isn’t useful. We’ve 
adopted some rules here. The gen-
tleman knows we agreed with him that 
we should not charge them for more 
rent if they’re making more money. We 
don’t want to have a disincentive. 
We’ve done other things to improve it. 

But here’s a fundamental point. Peo-
ple in section 8 housing are there be-
cause they meet strict income criteria. 
Under the gentleman’s amendment, 
someone who continues to be poor, who 
continues to meet the income criteria, 
who has lived up to every rule, who has 
small children, who has tried diligently 
to get a better job, but in many parts 
of this country, by the way, we’re talk-
ing about working people. There are 
many people who can work full-time at 
twice the minimum wage and not be 
able to afford rental housing in his dis-
trict or in parts of my district or in 
other districts, the gentlewoman from 
California’s district. And they’d be 
evicted. They’d be evicted from hous-
ing that they were eligible for, for no 
reason other than the clock. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 

I yield the balance of time to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Ohio is recognized for 21⁄2 
minutes. 

Mr. CHABOT. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I would just note that I don’t think 
we are doing those kids living in sec-
tion 8 housing any favors by encour-
aging a life or a lifestyle of living in 
section 8 housing. I think we’re doing 
them a great disservice. 

And I want to thank the gentleman 
from California for his efforts to bring 
more accountability and responsibility 
to the section 8 program, a program 
that, let’s face it, is in need of funda-
mental reform. 

Madam Chair, this is a very straight-
forward and commonsense amendment, 
and again, I want to commend the gen-
tleman for offering it. It would simply 
place a time limit, one that I believe is 
generous, on able-bodied individuals 
currently receiving housing assistance 
through the section 8 program. 
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Under current law, there are no time 

limits. Those on section 8 can remain 
on section 8 for as long as they qualify. 

Is that fair to the taxpayers? No. Is it 
fair to the section 8 recipients who be-
come trapped in a life of dependency or 
to their children? I don’t think so. Is it 
fair that the current lack of time lim-
its prevent those on the waiting list, 
who may have fallen on hard times and 
are genuinely looking for a temporary 
helping hand, from receiving help? I 
don’t think so. 

Madam Chair, I would submit that 
the current lack of time limits isn’t 
fair to anyone. 

We’ve seen the positive effects that 
time limits and work requirements can 
have on social programs. We need look 
no further back in history than the 1996 
Temporary Assistance For Needy Fam-
ilies, or the welfare reform law, that 
reformed the old welfare system, a sys-
tem that had trapped so many into a 
life of dependency and poverty. And the 
old welfare system bears a remarkable 
resemblance to the section 8 program. 
And I think that’s just unacceptable. 

We can do better in this country than 
section 8 housing and condemning both 
adults and children to the conditions 
that they have to live in, in my com-
munity in Cincinnati or communities 
all over the country. Section 8 housing 
is not the type of lifestyle that I think 
we want to condemn those people liv-
ing in them or their children to. 

b 2030 
And I don’t think the taxpayers 

ought to be required to pay for this 
subsidized housing forever in some 
cases. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Madam Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CHABOT. I would be happy to 
yield to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
I think, Mr. FRANK, you know my 
heart, and you and I have worked on a 
lot of stuff. I think Mr. CHABOT and I 
would be willing to accept a 50-percent 
exemption for single mothers with 
multiple children who have a hardship, 
who are unable to move in the sector. 
So we are willing to cooperate. We are 
not trying to throw mothers with chil-
dren out of the home. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
man’s time has expired. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Chairman, I would say to my 
friend from California, work on that in 
a future amendment and we will look 
at it. 

But I want to address the gentleman 
from Ohio. He says he wants to help 
these people and save them. Boy, would 
they be in trouble if somebody came to 
hurt them. He is going to help them by 
evicting them when they remain eco-
nomically eligible. And he says it is en-
couraging dependence. 

In fact, in many parts of this coun-
try, you can be making two and three 
times the minimum wage and not be 
able to afford decent rental housing, 
and that is who gets the section 8. 

And then he says that section 8 hous-
ing is so terrible that we have to keep 
people from having to live there. But 
does the gentleman think that there 
are people who say, ‘‘You know what? I 
can live in a nice place or I can live in 
a lousy place. I think I’ll choose a 
lousy place until the gentleman from 
Ohio comes along and rescues me from 
it’’? 

People live in the best place avail-
able to them, and throwing them out of 
the place they now live in when they 
have done nothing wrong because you 
don’t think it is good enough for them 
when there is no alternative that is as 
good is hardly helping them. 

The section 8 program is one that 
serves many people who work. It is a 
sliding scale of subsidy, and to say that 
it encourages dependency totally mis-
understands the program. Many of 
these people are people who are work-
ing and they work at low-wage jobs in 
areas with high rent. How are you en-
couraging dependency by telling them 
and their children that after 7 years 
they go out? What kind of an incentive 
is that? 

So, Madam Chairman, this amend-
ment takes people who have already 
been in some economic difficulty and 
makes their lives harder. I hope that it 
is rejected. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GARY G. MILLER). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Madam Chairman, I demand a recorded 
vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. MARKEY 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 4 
printed in House Report 110–227. 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. MARKEY: 
Page 64, line 20, before ‘‘Subparagraph’’ in-

sert ‘‘(a) TREATMENT OF UNIT AND FAMILY 
SIZE.—’’. 

Page 65, after line 2, insert the following: 
(b) ELIGIBILITY OF CERTAIN PROJECTS.— 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law— 

(1) the property known as The Heritage 
Apartments (FHA No. 023-44804), in Malden, 
Massachusetts, shall be considered eligible 
low-income housing for purposes of the eligi-
bility of residents of the property for en-
hanced voucher assistance under section 8(t) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437f(t)), pursuant to paragraph (2)(A) 
of section 223(f) of the Low-Income Housing 
Preservation and Resident Homeownership 
Act of 1990 (12 U.S.C. 4113(f)(2)(A)); 

(2) such residents shall receive enhanced 
rental housing vouchers upon the prepay-

ment of the mortgage loan for the property 
under section 236 of the National Housing 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–1); and 

(3) the Secretary shall approve such pre-
payment and subsequent transfer of the 
property without any further condition, ex-
cept that the property shall be restricted for 
occupancy, until the original maturity date 
of the prepaid mortgage loan, only by fami-
lies with incomes not exceeding 80 percent of 
the adjusted median income for the area in 
which the property is located, as published 
by the Secretary. 
Amounts for the enhanced vouchers pursu-
ant to this subsection shall be provided 
under amounts appropriated for tenant-based 
rental assistance otherwise authorized under 
section 8(t) of the United States Housing Act 
of 1937. 

Page 107, after line 2, insert the following 
new section: 
SEC. 18. TRANSFER OF CERTAIN RENTAL ASSIST-

ANCE CONTRACTS. 
(a) TRANSFER.—Subject to subsection (c) 

and notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment shall, at the request of the owner, 
transfer or authorize the transfer, of the con-
tracts, restrictions, and debt described in 
subsection (b)— 

(1) on the housing that is owned or man-
aged by Community Properties of Ohio Man-
agement Services LLC or an affiliate of Ohio 
Capital Corporation for Housing and located 
in Franklin County, Ohio, to other prop-
erties located in Franklin County, Ohio; and 

(2) on the housing that is owned or man-
aged by The Model Group, Inc., and located 
in Hamilton County, Ohio, to other prop-
erties located in Hamilton County, Ohio. 

(b) CONTRACTS, RESTRICTIONS, AND DEBT 
COVERED.—The contracts, restrictions, and 
debt described in this subsection are as fol-
lows: 

(1) All or a portion of a project-based rent-
al assistance housing assistance payments 
contract under section 8 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f). 

(2) Existing Federal use restrictions, in-
cluding without limitation use agreements, 
regulatory agreements, and accommodation 
agreements. 

(3) Any subordinate debt held by the Sec-
retary or assigned and any mortgages secur-
ing such debt, all related loan and security 
documentation and obligations, and reserve 
and escrow balances. 

(c) RETENTION OF SAME NUMBER OF UNITS 
AND AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE.—Any transfer 
pursuant to subsection (a) shall result in— 

(1) a total number of dwelling units (in-
cluding units retained by the owners and 
units transferred) covered by assistance de-
scribed in subsection (b)(1) after the transfer 
remaining the same as such number assisted 
before the transfer, with such increases or 
decreases in unit sizes as may be contained 
in a plan approved by a local planning or de-
velopment commission or department; and 

(2) no reduction in the total amount of the 
housing assistance payments under con-
tracts described in subsection (b)(1). 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
take effect on the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 534, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam Chairman, I 
rise with an amendment that I am 
making in conjunction with the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE). Our 
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language seeks to make some technical 
corrections to ensure that affordable 
housing is preserved in three housing 
developments, two located in Ohio and 
one in Massachusetts. 

The low-income tenants of the Herit-
age Apartments in Malden, Massachu-
setts, are facing possible displacement 
once an outstanding HUD mortgage is 
fully paid in a few years. The develop-
ment is also in need of major renova-
tions and upgrades that simply cannot 
be delayed. Unfortunately, HUD is fail-
ing to ensure that the development re-
mains affordable and livable by placing 
burdensome regulations and restric-
tions on prepayment of the out-
standing mortgage and subsequent 
transfer to a new owner who is willing 
to finance the renovations. My amend-
ment would allow income-eligible resi-
dents to qualify for enhanced housing 
vouchers following the prepayment of 
the HUD mortgage and the property 
transfer and directs HUD to approve 
such actions. 

I will defer to the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Ms. PRYCE) to explain the por-
tion of our amendment which deals 
with maintaining affordability in hous-
ing developments located in her con-
gressional district in Ohio. 

The Congressional Budget Office has 
determined that adoption of this lan-
guage would result in $1 million in net 
savings to current mandatory spending 
over the next 5 years because HUD is 
currently paying mortgage interest re-
duction payments for the development 
which would be nullified upon adoption 
of the Markey-Pryce amendment. 

The amendment is supported by the 
chairman of the committee and the 
ranking member. It is also supported 
by the Institute of Real Estate Man-
agement, National Apartment Associa-
tion, and the National Association of 
Home Builders. And I urge adoption of 
the amendment. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MARKEY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Chairman, I thank my friend 
and colleague for yielding. 

And I want to say, as I said to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. CAMP-
BELL), people are saying why are you 
making this exception. We are making 
this exception because we think this 
ought to be the rule. And we are deal-
ing with this now because we have time 
problems in this area and in the area of 
the gentlewoman from Ohio. But it is 
our intention to pass legislation before 
the end of the year, I think on a bipar-
tisan basis, that will make this a rule 
for the whole country. So this is not 
singling out any one area except for 
the fact that we face time restraints, 
as the gentleman from California did 
and the gentleman from Ohio did. 

So I want to thank my friend for 
bringing this forward. And I want to 
make it clear this is the first step of 
what we believe will be a general pol-
icy of preserving affordable housing. 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Madam Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment, 
although I am not opposed to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentlewoman from Illinois 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. BIGGERT. Madam Chairman, 

the gentlewoman from Ohio is unable 
to get here in the length of time need-
ed, so I would just say that we support 
the amendment. 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the Markey/Pryce amend-
ment to H.R. 1851. 

This amendment includes important lan-
guage, which I authored, to permit the transfer 
of project-based Section 8 rent assistance 
from concentrated, blight-ridden areas in Co-
lumbus and Cincinnati, Ohio to less precar-
ious, rehabilitated living conditions. The af-
fected neighborhoods all have high poverty 
rates, a high number of assisted housing 
units, high crime rates, and dilapidated build-
ings. 

This transfer would have no additional cost 
to the Federal Government. The language pre-
serves the exact same number of assisted 
units and the same dollar amount of Federal 
assistance. 

The benefits to the community and to the 
tenants are immeasurable. Though struggling, 
each of these neighborhoods has seen an in-
creasing amount of public and private scrutiny 
and investment. Low income and other resi-
dents alike would share in the benefits of a 
safer, more stable, and more thriving neigh-
borhood. This proposal would allow the com-
munity to find more productive and beneficial 
uses for the properties. 

This proposal has widespread support from 
both communities. Tenants, community advo-
cates, government officials, and private devel-
opers alike—all support the neighborhoods’ 
improvement. 

Madam Speaker, I would not be here today 
if for the past 6 years in Columbus the com-
munity had not explored other possible solu-
tions with the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, tenants, advocates, the 
City of Columbus, the Ohio State University 
officials, contractors, and other key stake-
holders, but statutory restrictions constantly 
impeded progress. 

We find ourselves here, not as a first resort, 
but as a last. 

I would like to thank Chairman FRANK and 
Ranking Member BACHUS for their support, 
and my colleague from Massachusetts for 
working with me to enact this important fix into 
law. 

I thank my colleagues for consideration of 
this amendment and urge your support. 

Mr. BIGGERT. Madam Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MARKEY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. CHABOT 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 5 
printed in House Report 110–227. 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. CHABOT: 
Page 107, strike lines 3 through 9. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 534, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

This is one of three amendments that 
I am offering this evening, two of the 
three with a couple of my colleagues, 
one Mr. MILLER from California and 
Mr. HENSARLING from Texas, that 
would encourage fundamental reforms 
in the section 8 program. 

When we committed ourselves to wel-
fare reform, it was the understanding 
that the program should no longer be a 
taxpayer-funded handout but should in-
stead offer people a way out of poverty, 
helping them obtain job and education 
skills that are needed to become ulti-
mately self-sufficient. Ending welfare’s 
cycle of dependency has cut the welfare 
rolls in half, promoted individual re-
sponsibility, and saved billions of tax 
dollars in the process. Sadly, current 
housing programs closely resemble the 
failed welfare policies of the past. Like 
the old welfare programs, the section 8 
housing program, unfortunately, dis-
courages work and allows people to 
stay, in fact, encourages them to stay 
on the program, oftentimes indefi-
nitely. It is also too often mismanaged 
by local governments or local housing 
authorities. 

Unfortunately, this bill does not ad-
dress those issues but instead expands 
the program to 100,000 new section 8 
vouchers at the cost of approximately 
2.4 billion taxpayer dollars over the 
next 5 years. That is 100,000, approxi-
mately, more recipients that get a 
chunk of the rent that is ultimately 
going to be picked up by their fellow 
taxpayers and ultimately, in my view, 
doesn’t do the people that become de-
pendent upon this good in the long 
term. That is 100,000 more recipients 
who don’t have to work to stay in the 
program, and that is 100,000 recipients 
that are being supported by the Amer-
ican taxpayers for as long as they like 
since section 8 now imposes no time 
limits on the beneficiaries. 

I represent most of the city of Cin-
cinnati and its western suburbs and a 
few townships in Butler County, Ohio. 
Too many neighborhoods in my district 
have had to witness crime, despair, and 
hopelessness that are inherent in a 
government program that asks vir-
tually nothing of its recipients, that 
encourages dependency rather than re-
sponsibility and waste, unfortunately, 
rather than work. Whether it is the 
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funding provided by the Federal Gov-
ernment or mismanagement of the pro-
gram by local governments and agen-
cies, section 8 has failed those who use 
it and those who pay for it: the Amer-
ican taxpayers. 

My amendment is straightforward. It 
would simply stop throwing good 
money after bad and seeks to prevent 
more Americans from falling victim to 
a life of dependency on the govern-
ment. My amendment would simply 
prohibit the dollars this bill authorizes 
from being spent on the 100,000 new 
vouchers that this legislation would 
create. 

It is also important to point out that 
the dependency that section 8 has cre-
ated is so great that there are long 
waiting lists to get vouchers. Why? Be-
cause many of those who gain access to 
the program ultimately don’t leave. 
They don’t really have an incentive to. 
The average stay is about 7 years. 

Madam Chairman, if we simply put 
time limits and meaningful work re-
quirements in the program, as the 
amendments that I have offered with 
Mr. MILLER and Mr. HENSARLING would 
do, there wouldn’t be a need to create 
more vouchers because people would be 
moving through the system, moving 
toward independence and a better life, 
and that nondependence on the govern-
ment is what every American should 
want. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Chairman, I rise to claim the time in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Chairman, allow me to first thank the 
chairperson of the Financial Services 
Committee, Chairperson Frank. He has 
done an outstanding job with his lead-
ership. I also thank the Honorable 
MAXINE WATERS, the subcommittee 
chairperson, for her sound stewardship; 
and, of course, Ranking Member BACH-
US for his bipartisanship because it 
helped to synthesize this piece of legis-
lation. And I also thank the cosponsor-
ship of Congresswoman BIGGERT. She 
has been cogent with her cosponsor-
ship. 

Madam Chairman, let me simply say 
that this is bipartisan legislation that 
we are talking about and the striking 
of the 100,000 vouchers over 5 years will 
put an end to what started as bipar-
tisan legislation in the committee. 
This was passed overwhelmingly in the 
committee, and it was supported by the 
ranking member of the committee. 

This is not, as was indicated, a hand-
out. It is really a hand up for the dis-
abled. It is a hand up for the elderly. 
And it also benefits low-income to ex-
tremely low-income persons, many of 
whom are working and still not in a po-
sition to afford affordable housing. 
Many of them need the kind of help 
that this bill is providing. 

The truth is, and you shall know the 
truth, and it will set you free. So at 

this moment, I am going to take the ax 
of truth, slam it into the tree of cir-
cumstance, and let the chips fall wher-
ever they may. The truth is one in 
seven households in this country 
spends more than 50 percent of their in-
come on housing. Three-quarters of a 
million people are homeless on any 
given night in this country. Congress 
has not provided new section 8 vouch-
ers since 2002. The truth is we can pay 
for one of these vouchers with 2 sec-
onds of what we spend on the war in 
Iraq. We can pay for all of these vouch-
ers with what we spend on 21⁄2 days in 
Iraq. The truth is the need exists for 
these vouchers. The truth is it is time 
for Congress to act and to authorize 
these new section 8 vouchers. 

Madam Chairman, at this time I 
would like to yield 1 minute to my out-
standing colleague Congressman CHRIS 
MURPHY. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Madam 
Chairman, I thank my friend for his 
great work on this issue. 

I think it is important to address the 
concept presented by our friends on the 
other side of the aisle that the folks 
who are the recipients of these vouch-
ers are victims. Well, they might be 
victims, but they are victims of an 
economy which says to far too many 
people out in this world that if you 
play by the rules, if you do everything 
we ask of you, if you go out and get a 
job, a full-time regular job, that you 
are still going to be living in poverty, 
that you are still going to need a little 
help to be able to survive in this world. 

b 2045 
In a high-cost-of-living State and a 

high-cost-of-housing State like Con-
necticut, 5,000 vouchers does not do it 
for the working poor there. We have 
people in our neck of the woods that 
are paying 60, 70, 80 percent of their in-
come, hard-earned income on rent. 

We are a part of the world that des-
perately needs more section 8 housing 
vouchers to help the working poor, the 
people who are doing everything this 
society asks them to do. But because 
we live in an economy where wages are 
stagnant and the cost of living con-
tinues to rise, a program like this is a 
very valuable and needed helping hand. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Chair, may I inquire as to how much 
time is remaining? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 11⁄2 minutes re-
maining; the gentleman from Ohio also 
has 11⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Chair, I believe I would retain the right 
to speak last and continue to reserve. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 

Madam Chairman, I have a parliamen-
tary inquiry. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman is a member of the com-
mittee defending the committee’s prod-
uct. I believe he has the right to close; 
is that correct? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is correct. The gentleman from 
Texas has the right to close. 

Mr. CHABOT. That being the case, 
Madam Chair, I give myself such time 
as I have remaining. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 11⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Chair, I would 
just like to reiterate the fact that I 
don’t think we’re doing either the chil-
dren or the people that have become 
dependent on section 8 housing any fa-
vors by allowing, number one, the area 
that we covered in the last amend-
ment, people to remain on section 8 
housing indefinitely. I think that the 
time limit that’s been proposed in the 
previous amendment is certainly a step 
in the right direction. The amendment 
that we have following this goes to a 
work requirement, which I think is 
also very reasonable in a program such 
as this. 

I think encouraging people to remain 
dependent upon the government in the 
conditions that oftentimes we see in 
section 8 housing is doing no favor for 
those families, and that’s why I think 
this is an appropriate amendment, and 
I urge my colleagues to support it. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 11⁄2 
minutes. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Chair, it is beyond my comprehension 
to conclude that because people are 
working and in need of housing assist-
ance, they should be evicted from the 
very assistance they are paying for be-
cause they don’t make enough money 
to move to a better home. 

I’m doing this not only for the people 
of my district, but I’m also doing this 
for the people in my colleague’s dis-
trict as well, because he has a deficit of 
13,177 rental units for persons who are 
in need of this type of affordable hous-
ing. 

This is not housing for those who 
don’t need it and who are not qualified. 
The elderly need it. The persons who 
are with low-income and very low-in-
come need it, and those who are dis-
abled. And for edification purposes, 
when we talk about persons with ex-
tremely low income, we are talking 
about persons who make at or below 30 
percent of the area median income. 
And many of these persons are using 50 
percent of what they earn on housing. 

So, Madam Chair, I am appreciative 
of what the gentleman has offered, but 
I’m going to ask persons to please vote 
against this amendment and vote for 
the disabled, vote for the elderly, vote 
so that persons with low income and 
extremely low income can have afford-
able housing. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 
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The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. HENSARLING 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 6 
printed in House Report 110–227. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Chair-
man, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 6 offered by Mr. 
HENSARLING: 

Page 107, after line 9, insert the following 
new section: 
SEC. 19. WORK REQUIREMENT FOR THOSE RE-

CEIVING ASSISTANCE FOR 7 YEARS 
OR MORE. 

Section 16 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437n), as amended by 
the preceding provisions of this Act, is fur-
ther amendment by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(g) WORK REQUIREMENT FOR ASSISTED 
FAMILIES RECEIVING SECTION 8 ASSISTANCE 
FOR 7 YEARS OR MORE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
this subsection and notwithstanding any 
other provision of this Act, assistance under 
section 8 may not be provided on behalf of 
any family who has previously been provided 
such assistance for 84 consecutive months or 
more, unless each member of the family who 
is 18 years of age or older performs not fewer 
than 20 hours of approved work activities (as 
such term is defined in section 407(d) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 607(d))). 

‘‘(2) EXEMPTION.—The Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development shall provide an ex-
emption from the applicability of paragraph 
(1) for any individual family member who— 

‘‘(A) is 62 years of age or older; 
‘‘(B) is a blind or disabled individual, as de-

fined under section 216(i)(1) or 1614 of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 416(i)(1); 1382c), 
and who is unable to comply with this sec-
tion, or is a primary caretaker of such indi-
vidual; 

‘‘(C) is engaged in a work activity (as such 
term is defined in section 407(d) of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 607(d)), as in effect on 
and after July 1, 1997)); 

‘‘(D) meets the requirements for being ex-
empted from having to engage in a work ac-
tivity under the State program funded under 
part A of title IV of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) or under any other wel-
fare program of the State in which the public 
housing agency administering rental assist-
ance described in subsection (a) is located, 
including a State-administered welfare-to- 
work program; 

‘‘(E) is in a family receiving assistance 
under a State program funded under part A 
of title IV of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.) or under any other welfare 
program of the State in which the public 
housing agency administering such rental 
assistance is located, including a State-ad-
ministered welfare-to-work program, and has 
not been found by the State or other admin-
istering entity to be in noncompliance with 
such program; or 

‘‘(F) is a single custodial parent caring for 
a child who has not attained 6 years of age, 
and the individual proves that the individual 
has a demonstrated inability (as determined 
by the State) to obtain needed child care, for 
one or more of the following reasons: 

‘‘(i) Unavailability of appropriate child 
care within a reasonable distance from the 
individual’s home or work site. 

‘‘(ii) Unavailability or unsuitability of in-
formal child care by a relative or under 
other arrangements. 

‘‘(iii) Unavailability of appropriate and af-
fordable formal child care arrangements. 

‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATION.—A public housing 
agency providing rental assistance described 
in paragraph (1) may administer the work 
activities requirement under this subsection 
directly, through a resident organization, or 
through a contractor having experience in 
administering work activities programs 
within the service area of the public housing 
agency. The Secretary may establish quali-
fications for such organizations and contrac-
tors. 

‘‘(4) PROSPECTIVE APPLICABILITY.—In deter-
mining the number of months for which an 
assisted family has been provided assistance 
under section 8, for purposes of paragraph 
(1), a public housing agency shall disregard 
any month that commenced before the date 
of the enactment of the Section 8 Voucher 
Reform Act of 2007.’’. 

Page 39, line 18, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 39, after line 18, insert the following: 
‘‘(v) include an amount for the costs of ad-

ministering the work activities requirement 
under section 16(g); and’’. 

Page 39, line 19, strike ‘‘(v)’’ and insert 
‘‘(vi)’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 534, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise today to offer an amendment 
with my good friend, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT), who just of-
fered the previous amendment, and I 
certainly associate myself with his ef-
forts on the previous amendment. 

This amendment represents what 
many of us consider to be a very, very 
important principle, and that funda-
mental important principle is if you’re 
an able-bodied adult under the age of 62 
receiving means-tested Federal assist-
ance, you ought to be on the road to 
self-sufficiency. That’s what this 
amendment is all about, and that’s 
what the principle is. This, we believe, 
will further encourage people to make 
the transition from dependency upon 
section 8 rental assistance to self-suffi-
ciency. Not only is that important to 
them, it’s important to the taxpayer 
who we’re asking to pick up the tab. 
And this is, I believe, over a $2 billion 
bill. 

Now, specifically, our amendment 
would require people receiving section 
8 rental assistance for 7 consecutive 
years to perform a certain amount of 
work-related activities, which includes 
work, looking for work, job training, 
education and a host of other activities 
that are reflected in the TANF statute, 

which we mirror. There are a number 
of exemptions. It exempts those under 
age 18, over the age of 62, blind, dis-
abled, those already working, already 
exempt under TANF, single parents of 
children under six who are unable to 
find appropriate child care. 

Over 10 years ago, the Nation em-
barked on a bold new experiment with 
TANF, and we said that Federal assist-
ance should be temporary and based on 
work and self-sufficiency and responsi-
bility and personal dignity. That is a 
principle. Now many naysayers then 
said that it was mean. They said it was 
unworkable. Some even implied it was 
racist. Well, they were wrong then, and 
they are wrong now. Under TANF, the 
number of families receiving cash wel-
fare steadily declined from a peak of 
5.1 million families in March of 1994 to 
1.9 million families. Child poverty has 
fallen dramatically. The employment 
of young single mothers has doubled, 
and the employment of mothers who 
have never been married is up by more 
than 50 percent. 

Now, the lessons are clear. But we 
didn’t finish the job 10 years ago, and 
we should finish it. Again, this is a 
vote on a very simple principle. If 
you’re an able-bodied adult receiving 
means-tested Federal assistance, 
should you be on the road to self-suffi-
ciency? I believe the answer is yes. 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. We have just 
heard the gentleman from Texas lay 
out a scenario that is ripe full of holes. 
This amendment is drastic. It is costly. 
It is inefficient. It affects all families 
and individuals currently using a 
voucher or living in section 8 project- 
based housing. It’s impossible to ad-
minister. Even HUD and the adminis-
tration itself has not even requested it. 
It imposes a new unfunded mandate on 
private sector landlords owning Feder-
ally assisted housing, forcing them to 
assume the role of a welfare agency. 

The gentleman talks about a boom 
on the taxpayers. This imposes a sig-
nificant cost to taxpayers by raising 
the costs incurred by public housing. 

And I have in my hands a letter from 
just about every housing and real es-
tate and housing association in this 
country saying, in effect, that we are 
not able to support the Hensarling 
amendment. 

Most exemplary of the ridiculousness 
of this amendment is that he asks for 
20 hours of work, but doesn’t say how, 
doesn’t say when. Twenty hours when? 
Twenty hours a week? Twenty hours a 
month? Twenty hours a year? There is 
no way to administer it. 

But Madam Chair, what is so hurtful 
to me about this amendment; yes, it is 
mean-spirited. But not only is it mean- 
spirited, my friend, it is, indeed, big-
oted. It is, yes, a bigoted amendment. 
Let me tell you why. It reflects a very 
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stereotypical negative view of certain 
economic racial groups of poor people, 
poor families, because it singles them 
out for an ill-defined work requirement 
that does not apply to other families 
and individuals receiving Federal as-
sistance. 

This amendment needs to be dealt 
with for what it really is, and quite 
honestly, it is an insult to the Congress 
of the United States. And I submit it is 
even beneath the dignity of the Con-
gress of the United States to even en-
tertain this amendment. 

Madam Chair, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
CLEAVER), and I reserve the balance of 
my time to close. 

Mr. CLEAVER. Madam Chair, I 
would ask to enter into a colloquy with 
the gentleman from Texas regarding 
his amendment on this bill. As prob-
ably the only person who lived in sec-
tion 8, I may not be opposed to it; I 
would just like to get some questions, 
if I might. 

If the gentleman would please help 
me on this. Are you proposing to 
amend section 8 or TANF? 

Mr. HENSARLING. Section 8, if the 
gentleman will yield. 

Mr. CLEAVER. Thank you. Because 
all of the information that your staff 
sent out contains information about 
TANF, and you just spoke quite exten-
sively about TANF. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Will the gen-
tleman yield for an explanation? 

Mr. CLEAVER. I can’t yield because 
I don’t have enough time. But most ev-
erything you’ve said was TANF. 

The other two questions that I will 
ask very quickly is, if a person lives in 
public housing or section 8, does it 
mean that they’re on welfare? 

Mr. HENSARLING. I’m sorry. Would 
the gentleman repeat the question? 

Mr. CLEAVER. If you are living in 
public housing or section 8, does it also 
mean that you are on welfare? And if 
so, which law will HUD enforce, the 
TANF regulation or the amended sec-
tion 8 regulation which you propose? 

Mr. HENSARLING. If the gentleman 
will yield? 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. I will yield to 
the gentleman to respond. 

Mr. HENSARLING. I thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia. 

This particular amendment mirrors 
the TANF statute, and so there may be 
confusion there. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Missouri’s time has ex-
pired. 

Mr. CLEAVER. Madam Chair, my 
questions weren’t answered, but thank 
you. 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. May I inquire 
as to the balance of my time? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Georgia controls 1 
minute. 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. I reserve the 
right to close, if the gentleman from 
Texas has more to offer. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Chair, 
may I inquire how much time is left on 
my side? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman controls 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. HENSARLING. In that case, 
Madam Chair, I would like to yield 11⁄2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. CHABOT). 

Mr. CHABOT. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. And I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas for his efforts to 
bring more accountability to the sec-
tion 8 program. It’s much needed and 
long overdue. 

As welfare reform has shown us, the 
section 8 program should not become a 
way of life. It should be a helping hand, 
a way out of poverty. Ending the wel-
fare cycle of dependency that has 
trapped so many has cut the welfare 
rolls in half, promoted individual re-
sponsibility and saved billions of tax 
dollars in the process. 

One of the primary engines that con-
tinues to drive the civic welfare reform 
is the requirement that those in the 
program must work, and that’s all that 
this amendment does. To be clear, the 
Hensarling-Chabot amendment would 
simply require all able-bodied individ-
uals who have received section 8 for 
more than 7 consecutive years to work. 
I don’t see anything at all mean-spir-
ited about that. I certainly don’t see 
anything bigoted about that to say 
that if somebody is receiving tax dol-
lars, they ought to be required to work, 
to do something in consideration for 
the tax dollars that are being paid to 
help that person live while they need 
that assistance. 

So the amendment, again, as the gen-
tleman indicates, exempts those that 
are under 18 years of age, that are over 
62 or blind or disabled, and those al-
ready exempt under TANF, and single 
parents of children under six. The 
amendment benefits the taxpayer and 
those in the section 8 program. 

I would urge my colleagues to vote 
for this amendment. It requires work, 
and I think that’s a good thing. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Texas still controls a half 
minute. 

Mr. HENSARLING. I yield myself the 
balance of the time. 

Again, I thank the gentleman from 
Ohio for coming down to support this 
important amendment. 

I continue to fail to see what is 
mean-spirited about asking people, 
after 7 years, who get means-tested as-
sistance, to be on the road to self-suffi-
ciency, something good for them, 
something good for the taxpayer. 

I must admit, I really regret, Madam 
Chairman, that the gentleman from 
Georgia chose to characterize this as 
‘‘bigoted.’’ Perhaps I could have taken 
his words down. I sense when you run 
out of anything else to say, you char-
acterize someone else’s motivations 
and you use the term ‘‘bigoted.’’ And 
that, I regret. 

b 2100 
Madam Chairman, I yield back the 

balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1 
minute. 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Let me ex-
plain, if I may, Madam Chair, in clos-
ing. This is very personal to me. I’ve 
grown up in this country. I understand 
messages and I understand this mes-
sage. This is a message that is targeted 
to a group of people, no matter how 
small they may be, who believe that 
certain people are categorized as want-
ing a handout, or that they are lazy, or 
that they don’t want to work. So then 
the cry comes, before we can give them 
any help, make them work. Make them 
get a job. 

Madam Chairman, that is what this 
is about. In my humble opinion, 20 
hours of work, not even defined, wheth-
er it is a day, whether it is a month, 
whether it is a week, no requirements 
in it, is an unfunded mandate. 

On top of that, Madam Chairman, 
there are already included in this bill a 
number of provisions to encourage 
work, to encourage self-sufficiency, in-
cluding reduced work disincentives. 

So in closing, may I say, Madam 
Chairman, please vote against the gen-
tleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 3 by Mr. GARY G. 
MILLER of California. 

Amendment No. 5 by Mr. CHABOT of 
Ohio. 

Amendment No. 6 by Mr. HENSARLING 
of Texas. 

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. GARY G. 
MILLER OF CALIFORNIA 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GARY G. MILLER) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 151, noes 267, 
not voting 18, as follows: 
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[Roll No. 625] 

AYES—151 

Aderholt 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 

Murphy, Patrick 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Walberg 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOES—267 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Akin 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Camp (MI) 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 

Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortuño 

Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 

Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 

Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 

Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—18 

Berkley 
Conyers 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Faleomavaega 

Hastert 
Higgins 
Jindal 
McCrery 
Miller, George 
Paul 

Radanovich 
Shimkus 
Slaughter 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

b 2127 

Messrs. WATT of North Carolina, 
MEEK of Florida, CAMP of Michigan, 
ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, ROGERS of 
Michigan, HOYER, KUHL of New York 
and Mrs. MILLER of Michigan changed 
their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mrs. BONO changed her vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. CHABOT 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-

ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
CHABOT) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 

vote has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 144, noes 277, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 626] 

AYES—144 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 

Miller, Gary 
Murphy, Patrick 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Sullivan 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOES—277 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 

Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
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Kind 
King (NY) 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Tim 

Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 

Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—15 

Berkley 
Burton (IN) 
Conyers 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Faleomavaega 
Hastert 
Jindal 
McCrery 
Paul 

Radanovich 
Slaughter 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). Members are advised there are 2 
minutes remaining in this vote. 

b 2135 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. HENSARLING 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 197, noes 222, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 627] 

AYES—197 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Fossella 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 

Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Sullivan 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOES—222 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 

Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 

DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 

Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 

Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—17 

Berkley 
Conyers 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Faleomavaega 
Hastert 

Jindal 
McCrery 
Paul 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Rohrabacher 

Slaughter 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Wu 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 

vote). Members are advised they have 2 
minutes remaining to record their 
votes. 

b 2142 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, on rollcall 
Nos. 625, 626, and 627 I was unavoidably de-
tained. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the committee amendment 
in the nature of a substitute, as amend-
ed. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Under the 
rule, the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
MCNULTY) having assumed the chair, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Acting Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 1851) to reform the 
housing choice voucher program under 
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section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 534, she reported the bill back to 
the House with an amendment adopted 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the amendment re-
ported from the Committee of the 
Whole? If not, the question is on the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 
MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MRS. CAPITO 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentlewoman opposed to the bill? 

Mrs. CAPITO. I am, Mr. Speaker, in 
its present form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mrs. Capito moves to recommit the bill 

H.R. 1851 to the Committee on Financial 
Services with instructions that the Com-
mittee report the same back forthwith with 
the following amendment: 

Page 107, after line 9, insert the following 
new section: 
SEC. 19. ACCEPTABLE IDENTIFICATION REQUIRE-

MENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Rental housing assistance 

under section 8(o) of the United States Hous-
ing Act of 1937 may not be provided on behalf 
of any individual or household unless the in-
dividual provides, or, in the case of a house-
hold, all adult members of the household 
provide, valid personal identification in one 
of the following forms: 

(1) SOCIAL SECURITY CARD WITH PHOTO IDEN-
TIFICATION CARD OR REAL ID ACT IDENTIFICA-
TION.— 

(A) A social security card accompanied by 
a photo identification card issued by the 
Federal Government or a State Government; 
or 

(B) A driver’s license or identification card 
issued by a State in the case of a State that 
is in compliance with title II of the REAL ID 
Act of 2005 (title II of division B of Public 
Law 109–13; 49 U.S.C. 30301 note). 

(2) PASSPORT.—A passport issued by the 
United States or a foreign government. 

(3) USCIS PHOTO IDENTIFICATION CARD.—A 
photo identification card issued by the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security (acting through 
the Director of the United States Citizenship 
and Immigration Services). 

(b) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development shall, by regula-
tion, require that each public housing agen-
cy or other entity administering rental hous-
ing assistance described in subsection (a) 
take such actions as the Secretary considers 
necessary to ensure compliance with the re-
quirements of subsection (a). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from West Virginia is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, the in-
tent of this motion to recommit is 
clear. 

Upon adoption of this motion to re-
commit, we will go right to the adop-

tion of the bill in its entirety to in-
clude the important language that en-
sures illegal immigrants are not bene-
fitting from rental assistance provided 
by the section 8 program that is funded 
by the dollars of hard-working Ameri-
cans. 

The section 8 program has provided 
much needed rental assistance to low- 
income families who spend a high per-
centage of their income on housing 
costs since its creation in the 1970s. 
Today, there are approximately 2 mil-
lion vouchers administered by the 
more than 2,500 public housing authori-
ties in this country. The success of this 
program is now dominating HUD’s 
budget, but we are looking for clear re-
form to ensure the viability of this pro-
gram. 

This motion to recommit helps 
strengthen the section 8 program by 
ensuring that illegal immigrants can-
not receive assistance from this pro-
gram. This measure will simply require 
all occupants of a housing unit, sup-
ported by section 8, to establish proof 
of their legal residency through the use 
of secure forms of identification. 

There are four options here: driver’s 
license or REAL ID card; a foreign or 
U.S. passport; a citizens and immigra-
tion services photo ID card; or a Social 
Security card in conjunction with the 
State or Federal photo ID. Without 
this addition to this bill, illegal immi-
grants could utilize current loopholes 
to secure section 8 housing benefits. 

We absolutely cannot reward this il-
legal behavior with incentives for ille-
gal immigrants to remain in the coun-
try in blatant violation of the law. By 
providing housing, we are simply en-
couraging the continuation of their il-
legal presence in our Nation. This is a 
form of back-door amnesty. 

There have been many stories across 
the country highlighting examples of 
benefits being granted to illegal immi-
grants. I believe, in 2006, in Denver, 
Colorado alone, there were an esti-
mated 20,000 illegal immigrants hold-
ing FHA ensured loans. Each of these 
cases provides further incentives for il-
legal immigrants to remain in our Na-
tion violating the law. 

Our Nation’s immigration system is 
clearly broken. We must take this op-
portunity to strengthen a successful 
Federal program to ensure this benefit 
is only provided to legal residents. 

The American people work too hard 
for their tax dollars to have them spent 
on illegal immigrants. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote on this motion to recommit. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in opposition to the mo-
tion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, this bill has two parts. 

One part is to reiterate what is al-
ready the law. It is already the law 
that only people who are in the coun-

try legally may benefit from this. The 
second part is how to enforce it, and 
what it does is to continue an unfortu-
nate tendency that goes counter to ev-
erything we have tried to do about pri-
vacy, of making the Social Security 
card a universal identifier, and there 
are real dangers in that. 

Members who have been concerned 
with privacy know that an unreason-
able and unrestricted use of the Social 
Security card is a problem. Indeed, we 
have talked about legislation, bipar-
tisan, to restrict the requirement that 
you give your Social Security number. 
But here is what this bill says. It does 
not change the law. It’s already illegal 
for people who are not here legally to 
get these benefits. 

The gentleman mentioned 26,000 FHA 
loans in Colorado, zero section 8s. I 
haven’t heard the evidence. I would be 
glad to listen to it. I will invite people, 
if there is evidence that this is a prob-
lem with section 8, let’s listen to it. 
But here’s what you impose on the 
housing authorities. There is now a re-
quirement that people show that they 
are here legally. But now in this legis-
lation, if it’s adopted, would narrow 
that. 

So here is what you would have to 
take to get someone who wanted to get 
into section 8: 

They could show you their passport. 
The number of really poor people car-
rying passports is less than you might 
imagine. Although, I don’t know what 
they might imagine, so I take that 
back. 

Or a USCIS photo identification card. 
Well, if you are a citizen born in the 
United States, you don’t have one. 

Or a driver’s license. You may not 
have a driver’s license. 

So if you are an 82 year-old who 
doesn’t travel a lot to foreign countries 
and you are an American citizen, what 
are you going to show them? Your So-
cial Security card. What this does is 
put more legal emphasis behind that. 

I would say to Members, Members 
can vote as they wish. But the next 
time people complain to you about pri-
vacy problems and about Social Secu-
rity numbers floating around being 
misused, if you voted for this, say, yes, 
I helped, because that’s what this does. 

The only thing this adds to American 
law is a requirement that most people 
trying to get section 8s will have to 
show their Social Security card, be-
cause a lot of them won’t have driver’s 
licenses, and they won’t have pass-
ports. If they are American citizens, 
they won’t have that card. The most 
common form of identification re-
quired will be the Social Security card. 

I have been working, the people in 
the Energy and Commerce Committee, 
the people in the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, we have all been working to re-
strict the idea that the Social Security 
card is an ID card. I thought that was 
fairly generally accepted, that we don’t 
want the Social Security card to be the 
ID card. 

What’s the Federal Government say-
ing here? Because, yes, you can say, 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:19 Jul 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00100 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 J:\CRONLINE\2007BA~3\2007NE~2\H12JY7.REC H12JY7m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E

mmaher
Text Box
CORRECTION

August 1, 2007, Congressional Record
Correction To Page H7758
July 12, 2007_On Page H7758 the following appeared: Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker,  

The online version should be corrected to read: Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker,  



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7759 July 12, 2007 
well, who wants to steal the identifica-
tion of a poor person? You know, being 
up against a section 8, no big deal. But 
once the Federal Government, the mi-
nority has been consistently arguing, 
once we have stated the Social Secu-
rity card is the most universally ac-
cepted, the Social Security card is con-
sidered to be the best form of identi-
fication, then what’s the argument 
against every business in America 
doing it? How do you stop this from be-
coming that universal identifier? 

Members can cover themselves by 
voting for something that’s already in 
the law. It’s time to cover yourself 
anyway; it’s kind of late. 

But understand what Members will 
be doing. They will be furthering the 
practice of using the Social Security 
card as an identifier. They will be 
weakening our efforts to undercut. 

Members may be unhappy to under-
stand the implications of what they are 
doing. But I do not think it is wise for 
this House to continue a pattern of 
saying that the Social Security card 
will not just be a means of checking for 
Social Security but will become the 
universal identifier, that people will 
have to show it. Because if we, the Fed-
eral Government, say you have to show 
it, then how do you tell the hotel that 
they can’t say it? How do you tell any-
body else that they can’t require the 
production of Social Security cards? 

The logical consequence of this will 
be a serious impediment to our efforts 
to protect privacy and to deal with 
identity theft. The unrestricted use of 
the Social Security card is a serious 
problem there, and this makes it 
worse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired. 

Without objection, the previous ques-
tion is ordered on motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of passage. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 233, noes 186, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 628] 

AYES—233 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 

Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 

Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 

Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Harman 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hobson 

Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 

Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOES—186 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boucher 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Castor 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 

Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 

Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hare 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 

Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 

Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—12 

Berkley 
Conyers 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Hastert 
Jindal 
McCrery 
Paul 

Radanovich 
Slaughter 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members are advised that 
less than 2 minutes remain in the vote. 

b 2212 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. WIL-
SON of Ohio, Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of 
Tennessee, Mr. HOLDEN, and Mr. 
MOORE of Kansas changed their vote 
from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, pursuant to the instructions 
of the House on the motion to recom-
mit, I report H.R. 1851 back to the 
House with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment: 
Page 107, after line 9, insert the following 

new section: 
SEC. 19. ACCEPTABLE IDENTIFICATION REQUIRE-

MENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Rental housing assistance 

under section 8(o) of the United States Hous-
ing Act of 1937 may not be provided on behalf 
of any individual or household unless the in-
dividual provides, or, in the case of a house-
hold, all adult members of the household 
provide, valid personal identification in one 
of the following forms: 

(1) SOCIAL SECURITY CARD WITH PHOTO IDEN-
TIFICATION CARD OR REAL ID ACT IDENTIFICA-
TION.— 

(A) A social security card accompanied by 
a photo identification card issued by the 
Federal Government or a State Government; 
or 

(B) A driver’s license or identification card 
issued by a State in the case of a State that 
is in compliance with title II of the REAL ID 
Act of 2005 (title II of division B of Public 
Law 109–13; 49 U.S.C. 30301 note). 

(2) PASSPORT.—A passport issued by the 
United States or a foreign government. 
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(3) USCIS PHOTO IDENTIFICATION CARD.—A 

photo identification card issued by the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security (acting through 
the Director of the United States Citizenship 
and Immigration Services). 

(b) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development shall, by regula-
tion, require that each public housing agen-
cy or other entity administering rental hous-
ing assistance described in subsection (a) 
take such actions as the Secretary considers 
necessary to ensure compliance with the re-
quirements of subsection (a). 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts (during 
the reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the amendment be 
considered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 333, nays 83, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 629] 

YEAS—333 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Camp (MI) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 

DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Drake 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 

Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 

Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 

Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—83 

Akin 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono 
Brady (TX) 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Conaway 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 

Feeney 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 

Lamborn 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Mack 
Manzullo 
McHenry 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Musgrave 
Neugebauer 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schwartz 
Sensenbrenner 

Sessions 
Shadegg 
Stearns 
Sullivan 

Thornberry 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 

Westmoreland 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 

NOT VOTING—15 

Berkley 
Conyers 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Hastert 
Hooley 

Jindal 
McCrery 
Paul 
Radanovich 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 

Shuster 
Slaughter 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised that 
there are 2 minutes remaining to vote 
on passage of the bill. 

b 2221 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 1851, SEC-
TION 8 VOUCHER REFORM ACT 
OF 2007 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Clerk be authorized to make tech-
nical corrections in the engrossment of 
H.R. 1851, to include corrections in 
spelling, punctuation, section num-
bering and cross-referencing, and the 
insertion of headings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
my friend from Maryland, the majority 
leader, for the purpose of inquiring 
about next week’s schedule. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend. 
I first would announce, notwith-

standing the requests of almost every 
Member in the House and over their 
vigorous objection, we’re not going to 
be meeting tomorrow. You know that. 

But we will come back on Monday, 
and the House will meet at 12:30 for 
morning hour business, 2 p.m. for legis-
lative business, with votes rolled until 
6:30 p.m. 

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 9 
a.m. for morning hour business and 10 
a.m. for legislative business. On 
Wednesday and Thursday, the House 
will meet at 10 a.m. 

In addition to several bills under sus-
pension of the rules, a list of those bills 
will be, as is the practice, announced 
by the close of business tomorrow, we 
expect to complete consideration of the 
fiscal year 2008 Energy and Water De-
velopment appropriations bill and the 
fiscal year 2008 Labor, HHS and Edu-
cation appropriations bill. Again, to 
the great disappointment of the Mem-
bers, there will be no votes on Friday. 
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